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Authors Note

We have done what we could to verify the facts contained in
this short history. A number of errors must still remain, if only
because the sources that we chiefly rely on—memoirs and con-
temporary newspapers—are themselves far from trustworthy.
For example, we have lately been interested to find widespread
disagreement in the Press about even so recent and important
an event as the German re-occupation of theRhineland: accord-
ing to alarge body of opinion it took place in March 1934, not
1936. We cannot explain this.

There are aso, no doubt, agreat many more events and topics
that could have been included, had we thought of them, and
had time and paper been unlimited. Why, it may be asked, are
silver-fox farms not mentioned? Or the novels of Mary Webb?
Or the Antique Dealers Exhibitions? Or the Duke of Gloucester's
wedding? Or the Gordon Bennett Balloon Race? Or the Mannin
Beg steeplechase for racing cars? Or infant welfare centres? Fill
the gaps in for yourself, please, everybody! A score of books
could be written on the same general lines as ours, each com-
pletely different from the rest.

A criticismthat we fed like making ourselvesis that eventsin
London and its environs are here treated in disproportion to
events elsewhere. But this could not be helped: the tendency
was for things either to happen first in London or to be first
noted there. We have no prejudice in favour of London—and,
in fact, neither of us lived there for more than a year or two
during the twenty-one-year period with which we deal.

R.G.
A.H.
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CHAPTER ONE

Armistice, 1918

1 his book is intended to serve as areliable record of what took
place, of a forgettable sort, during the twenty-one year interval
between two great European wars.

The more newspapers people read, the shorter grows their
historical memory; yet mos people read little dse Any sudden
overwhelming public event—such as the outbreak of was, the
turning of peace, ageneral ection, alarge-scalestrike, aruinous
financial criss—that engrosses the headlines for days or weeks,
is agongefor all that immediately preceded it. The cheapening
in the price of newspapers and their immediate circulation to
remote villages in the kingdom has even broken down the
traditionally long memory of the countryman. And newsheard on
theradioisforgotten even sooner. I n theindignant outcry against
the Russans in November 1939, when the Finns resged their
demandsfor a srategical frontier that would put Leningrad out
of range of modern guns and the Russans s& up a'Red Puppet
Government', one thing was univer sally for gotten. Thiswas that
whatever were the rights and wrongs of the casg Britain had
twenty years before formed a legion of Red Finns, whose exigt-
ence was now denied, againg General Mannerheim, their White
oppressor, an ally of the Germans, who was now accepted with-
out question as the saviour of his country. (Soon that indignant
outcry too will doubtless be forgotten.)

The 'Great War', which broke out on the 28th July 1914,
with an attack by the Austrian Empire on Servia, ended on the
11th November 1918 with an armigtice Sgned between the
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ARMISTICE, 1918

opposng Army High Commands- The countries which had
been drawn into the fight on the Sde of Servia—the name being
then spdt Serbia in the Press to remove the servile suggestion
—weretheBritish, French, Belgian, I talian, Portuguese, Russian
and Japanese Empires, Greece, Montenegro, China, Rumania,
the United States and several Latin American Republics; on
the Austrian sde, the German and Turkish Empires and Bul-
garia, Peace was not to be sgned for another seven months.
Though by far the greater part of theworld was belligerent, the
heaviest incidence of the War had been in Europe. Japan,
China, and theL atin American Republicshad contented them-
sves chiefly with despailing what ssemed to them the losing
sde, of ships and other property, and sdling war material to
what seemed the winning sde. The United States had entered
thewar late, and though they sent an expeditionary force of two
million men to Francetheir casualties were fortunately dight in
proportion to their population—about one-fiftieth of the British
proportionate loses which in turn were about half the French
and less than one-third of the German. Materially they were
richer than before, while the British and French wereimpover -
ished, the Germans bankrupt, the Audrians destitute. The
Americans now regarded themsdves as the leading nation in
the world, with mogt of the world's royal metal in their safe-
deposit vajults as a proof of this, and with theindisputable glory
of having decided the issue of the war, not so much by what
they did as by what they threatened to do. Their national
exuberance and the lead they gave in all social fashions, while
withdrawing politically from co-operation in 'restoring wor ld-
order',is aleading factor in the 1918-39 period.

The effect on other nations of escape from the full incidence
of war must as be noted: a sf-satifaction among the Scan-
dinavian peoplesaspaladinsof neutrality, who spent their public
money on social services rather than on wasteful armaments; a
sns of invincible power among the Japanese, which sent them
mar ching into Manchuria and China; afatal ssmsee among the
Spanish that they had escaped the war only by accident (their
military rulers having in general favoured the Germans, while
their indudtrialists supported the French) and that they would
one day have to pay for their neutrality, which had been at the
expense of national honour.

12



ARMISTICE, 1918

The Germans were beaten, though not in the spectacular
military way that the Bulgarians had been beaten at Salonica,
the Turks in Palestine and the Audtrians on the Piave. The
famous Hindenbur g Line had been breached, but the Germans
wereretiringin good order to other defence works. Thedecisve
element was the British blockade and mutiny behind the lines.
The very svere termsimposed at the Armistice were a recog-
nition that the game was up. At the expanse of a few thousand
more men the German armies could soon have been driven
backintotheir ownterritory, because of the breakdown of their
supply sysem. Pershing, the American army commander,
would have preferred thisto an armistice. Perhapshewasright:
a complete German rout would have ruled out the later Nazi
legend of an invincible German army that had itsglories Sgned
away by traitors.

Most European wars in the pagt two hundred years have
ended in what is now derogatorily called a 'patched-up peace,
that isto say a peace in which the loser isforced to cede colonies
or pay an indemnity but retains national soveregnty through-
out its territories—and is allowed to gather its forces for are-
venge if it wishes Our four gentlemanly wars with Francein
the eighteenth century, for example, had been of that nature.
But thiswar was different: the Germans, it was said, had fought
it on thenovd principleof deliberately disregar ding the accepted
rules of Europeari warfare. It was true that while individual
French, British, Austrian, Turkish and other soldiershad done
numerous atrocious deeds in the course of the fighting, usually
in revenge for real or alleged atrocities by the enemy, the
philosophy of 'total war', that a war can bes be won by com-
plete ruthlesness was of German origin and did not ssem de-
cently applicable to European warfare. The torpedoing of
hospital-ships, the sinking of unarmed neutral vesds without
provison for the crews safety, and the use of flame-throwers
and poison-gas were German introductions that genuinely
shocked British opinion; victory had therefore been looked for-
ward to by the British generally as ajustification by force of
civilized manners. It was felt that a really severe peace mus be
imposed on the Germans (throwingthe sword into the scaleswith
avat victis) in punishment for all thedamageto property, theloss
of life and the outrage to senghilities that they had caused to

13



ARMISTICE, 1918

Europe. The Victory Medal, issued soon after the war ended,
officially approved theview by stylingtheWar 'The Great War
for Civilization'.

It must here be emphasized that by the end of 1918 there
were two distinct Britains: but not the two Britains of governing
and governed classss, as in peace time, since the common fear
of war had temporarily relaxed and almost eliminated the old
rigid class distinctions. For example, a woman of aristocratic
family might now without question marry not only into the
merchant class but even into the labouring class, so long as the
man she chose had a good military or naval record—John
Galsworthy based a one-act play on this phenomenon. The two*
Britainswere: the Fighting Forces, meaning literally the soldiers
and sailors who had fought, as opposed to garrison and line-of-
communication troops, and the Rest, including the Govern-
ment. They talked such different languages that men home on
leave after months on active service felt likevisitorsto aforeign
country and often expressed great relief to be back on duty with
their units. The reiterated conviction of the Rest, whether
genuinely felt or not, was that the Fighting Forces were heroes
and had a prior claim to anything good obtainable, in recom-
pense for their extraordinary sufferings and exertions; and the
Fighting Forces accepted this as their due, understanding that
the gratitude would continue when victory was won, and that
the world would be their football as soon as they were de-
mobilized.

The official propaganda machine, under L ord Northcliffe's
direction, had been busy spreading atrocity stories against the
Germans which it did not take the trouble to verify, or to
contradict if found untrue. V ery many of these—such asthe one
about the Germans extracting fat and other raw materials from
human corpses, and about the crucified Canadian, and about
picked German soldiers bping sent back on leave to inseminate
war-widows and other husbandless women—were as fdse as
they were plausible, and accepted without question by the Rest.
But the partial or dishonest war-communiques and over-cheer-
ful despatches from the field by specia correspondents shocked
the Fighting Forces, who knew the facts, and undermined their
simplefaithinthe printed word. In the end, the disasters of war
taught them a gradual disgust for the 'muddle-through’ poli-
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ticians who spoke in the name of Britain; bitter anger against
the General Staff, who from sife billets behind the Line con-
demned hundreds and thousands of men to usdess butchery;
and a contempt, mixed with envy, for all fit males of military
age, even technicians in key-industries, who had escaped their
share of front-line service Into the last dass fell all young
ministers of religion, except Roman Catholic chaplains, who
were admired as always at hand to give extreme unction to the
dying, and the exceptional Dissenting or Anglican "Woodbine
Willies' who lent the gretcher-bearers ahand on bad days, but>
with* one or two exceptions, were regarded as 'comic turns
rather than heroes TheB.E.F. werein general irreligious. they
had reduced morality to the sngle virtue of loyalty. The Seven
Deadly Sns of Pride, Envy, Lust, Avarice, Intemperance,
Anger and Sloth were venial, so long as a man was cour ageous
and a reasonably trustworthy comrade. God as an all-wise
Providence was dead; blind Chance succesded to the Throne.

This view naturally induced a perverse sympathy for the
German fighting men oppodte, and the smple sentiment was
tedioudy reiterated that if the Kaiser, the Crown Prince, Hin-
denburg and Company wer e put into onetrench and the British
Government were put into another and both parties forced to
throw bombs at each other, peace would be sgned within three
minutes. It was, of courss, admitted that the German Govern-
ment was malignant, while the British Government was just
criminally stupid. The trend of feding was thus towards ‘ideal
anarchism' and the consoling apris-la-guerre-finie hopes of the
serving soldier included two principal items. first a crushing of
the Ger man Government, by a defeat of the German Army, and
next a clean swegp in Britain of all oppressors cheats, cowards,
skrimshankers, reactionaries and liars who had plagued and
betrayed him during his service. The mood is mog clearly and
forcibly presented in Counter Attack, a book of poemsby an in-
fantry officer, Segfried Sassoon, published beforethewar ended.
The Lower Deck had much the same fedings, though the
slor's repect for the Germans againg whom he fought was
lower than that of the soldier, especialy after the scuttling of
the German Fleet at Scapa Flow. This anarchic mood was not
congructive. Few wished to 'build a new world', as the poli-
ticians promised; the general intention was merely to deanse
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ARMISTICE, 1918

the old one. The average man thought fondly of stepping back
into civwies and resuming his original job, with the sde differ-
ence that he would no longer be 'b  d' about by people in
authority. And the emancipated women war-workers, some
millions of them, thought the same.

The popular newspapers during the latter part of the war
always referred to the Germans as 'Huns. The shortness of
the term recommended it to caption writers, and it had a his-
torical reference: the Kaiser in sending off the German con-
tingent to the relief of the Foreign Legations at Pekin in 1900
had exhorted them to show themsdves as ruthless and terrible
to the Chinese as had the Huns. The implication was that the
policy of barbarity in modern war had been initiated by the
Kaiser on this occason. This was not quite fair. There had
always been a tacit understanding that a different code might
be used by European nations againg savages who would not
appreciate the civilized courteses of war; and the Chinese
Boxers had indeed put themsdves into the uncivilized category
by their obscene mutilation of British marines. The British had
taken this line in mog of their colonial wars, and in 1914 the
German professonal officers were shocked to find that British
officers wer e breaking the Hague Convention by cardesdy using
revolver bullets of the soft-nosed sort that had been necessary
for Stopping' the fanatical Dervishes. Few soldiers in the War
usd the word "Hun'; the common terms for 'German' being
'Fritz', 'Jerry', 'Heinie', 'Squarehead’, and 'Boch€, the last
borrowed from the French, short for 'Caboche or 'cabbage-
Jiead'. Horatio Bottomley's John Bull, the widest-read weekly
paper, tried to popularize the dumsy form 'Germ-Huns, but
without uccess

The, propaganda campaign had been remarkably succesul.
The Rest of Britain, not feding the freedom, which active s-
vice oversess alone conferred, to question or criticize the official
voices, had been whipped into a blind hatred of all things
German. Rudyard Kipling did some of the whipping. Hewrote
a popular short gory about an English spinger who allowed a
German airman to die before her eyes without giving him even
adrink of water; and conveyed hisapproval of her attitude. He
also wrote a poem: '"When the English Began to Hate'. 'The
English’ meant the Rest, not the Fighting Forces. This hatred
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was almost the only emotional luxury allowed them; but they
had taken to church-going and to cultivating virtues at which
the Fighting Forces mocked, such asHigh Endeavour, Humility,
Thrift, Prudence, Sobriety. In schools there had been a return,
under 'dug-out’ masters, to an almost monastic discipline; i m-
posed by an appeal to the boys to 'prove yourselves worthy of
your brothers, who are now making the supreme sacrifice'.

These two disparate Britains were slowly and confusedly to
unite in the period that came to be called, in awistful or dis-
paraging tone, 'The Cardess Twenties'.

At the Armistice, the sudden cessation of the artillery fire
which had continued ceasdesdy on the Western Front for more
than four years had an almost frightening effect on the troops.
It was as if the kitchen clock had stopped at eleven o'clock in
the morning and the household was uncertain as to when the
potatoes should be put on to boil, if at all. "When the guns stop'
had been a synonym for 'when the war is over'. Y et was it over?
The men were warned that they could expect no more than a
temporary lull, and sternly forbidden to fraternize with the
enemy. It was only very gradually that the realization came
that the war was indeed over. The Army was thus in a snse
cheated of a manifestation: for by the time that the official
victory celebrations were held, the story was already nine
months stale and had begun to stink a little. A few young
officers who coultf get local leave from their units did immedi-
ately celebrate what was known as a 'beano’ in the nearest
French town; but there were no scenes in the trenches even
remotely resembling those that took place at home. There the
lighter-hearted part of the population ran mad, the lead being
taken by Dominion soldiers and airmen with their women
friends. The constabulary in many towns had orders not to
intervene in any scene of disorder whatever, unless fire or loss
of life threatened. There were extraordinary scenes of joviality.
Guns captured in battle were pulled in procession round the
towns to which they had been officially presented and pushed
off bridges or quays. Sexual affairs between perfect strangers
took place promiscuously in parks, shop entrances and alley-
ways. In the Cornmarket, Oxford, a woman paraded up and
down the street waving aflag, with her skirts kilted up to her
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ARMISTICE, 1918

naked middle, and was cheered as a sort of presding Venus by
the Army and Air cadets quartered in the colleges. At Cam-
bridge the cadets attacked and smashed up the office of the
Cambridge Magazine, theonly literary periodical that had been
pacifig in policy.

Thefirst night was everywhere haphazardly celebrated, but
given a dignity, in London, by the appearance of King George
and Queen M ary on the balcony of Buckingham Palace to bow
acknowledgements to the wildly cheering crowd. Trafalgar
Square was the focus of disorder. Here a party of Dominion
soldiers tore down a watchman's hut to make a Victory Bonfire
at the base of Nelson's Column. The pediment, the usual stand
for peakers at Sunday demondgrations, is scarred to this day.
The scond night was 'pretty thick'—base plans having been
concocted for taking advantage of the general licence. On the
third night the police put on the brake, and some arrets were
made.

18



CHAPTER TWO

Revolution Averted, 1919

The problem that now faced the Government, local authorities,
and what were conveniendy known as 'vesed interests, was
how to smother thethreat of social revolution which the Fighting
Forces congituted. The time-honoured solution was to soothe
them with handsome promises until they were safdy demabi-
lized, meanwhile depicting the dangers and penalties of revolt
in the mogt horrid colours. Thefirst gep, therefore, wasfor the
Government to 'go to the country' for a vote of confidence in
themsdves as the men who had won the war and would now
win the peace. The snap General Election that December was
later called the Khaki Election on the analogy of the Boer War
election of 1900. Actually, the vote of the Fighting Forces was
largely annulled by this hurried manoeuvre, because the new
voters, though allowed to vote by proxy, had not yet been put
ontheregigers Besdes the Opposition tothe Coalition Gover n-
ment had not had timetoraiseitshead from thedust intowhich
the Defence of the Realm Act had crushed it; so that in most
congtituencies no alter native candidate was offered to the L loyd
George nominee.

The dection went off quietly, even apathetically. Barely half
the electorate in the London Boroughs voted; and in the pro-
vincesthe proportion wasnot much higher. Demabilization had
been undertaken so cautioudy that only a few of the first
category in the order of precedence—schoolmaders and other
harmless specialiss—had been able to get home for the poll.

TheRest of Britain lopked upon Lloyd George, 'The Wizard
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of Wales, with fascinated reverence, and expected him to build
the new world order with a wave of his wand, while they
relaxed. It was to them that the political catchwords ‘Hang
the Kaiser' and '"Make Germany Pay' were addressed. To the
Fighting Forces, Lloyd George made promises which he was
unable to fulfil and which eventually discredited him: the chief
one being that dums would soon be swept away from the face
of Britain and 'homes fit for heroes congtructed in their place.
Thereault of the dection was an enormous Coalition majority,
conggting of highly amenable members, few of whom had pre-
vious parliamentary experience. Such a majority has always
been dangerous as tempting a government to override, either
in idleness or over-busyness all criticism from both insde and
outsdetheHouse. The Liberal Party that had been so securdy
in power before the war was divided againg itself: mog candi-
datesrecelved a'Coalition coupon' asfollowersof LIoyd George,
and of thesewhoremained trueto Asquith (whom L1oyd George
had ousted from office in 1916 as a result of popular clamour
largely ingtigated by the Daily Mail) only twenty-seven got
elected—they wereknown asthe'Wee Frees. Sixty-two L abour
member sbrought theforces of the Opposition up to eighty-nine;
the Coalition securing 516 seats The disparity would have been
less grotesque had the seventy-three Irish Nationalists, then
called Sinn Feiners, taken their seats The Irish vote had tra-
ditionally been the diding make-weight between the two eder
parties. But the Sinn Feners unanimoudy refusad to take the
Oath of Allegiance, and consequently could not st. Among
them was the Countess M ar kiewicz (nee Gor e-Booth), who had
won an infamous notoriety for shooting a wounded British
policeman during the Troubles.

The Countess was the only woman elected to Parliament: a
generally disappointing result of the new law by which, as a
reward for their war services women were for the first time
allowed both to vote and to become members of Parliament. It
was not, however, full adult suffrage that had been granted
them, as to the men: though women over twenty-one were
allowed to stand for eection, only women over thirty were
allowed to vote. It was expected that these elder women, un-
infected with therevolutionary mood that posssssd the younger
ones—who had done the hardest and mog thankless war-work
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—would be an as# to 'the party of law and order' with which
the Coalition now identified themsdves It was alo calculated
that few women in the early thirties would care to regiser as
voters, for fear of revealing their age: in those days excessve
ddicacy was still observed in the matter of mentioning a
woman's age. The 'safeness of women voters was emphasized
in the Press awoman writer in the Daily Mail was encour aged
to observe, for example, that 'we women think that the things
in life that really matter will count for more, and that the
gqudbbles of the "in's and out's" will count for less because of
thewomen'svote. Theviolent heroines of the pre-War Suffra-
' gette movement, who had difigured putting-greenswith vitriol
and chained themsdves to railings, and screamed, were almost
forgotten. Thisgranting of the voteto the edder women created
far less excitement than the subssquent enfranchisement of
women of twenty-one—the so-called Flapper's Vote—which
was held by mog Conservatives to be a gratuitous present to |
the forces of revolution.

Though the Great War was over, so far as the fighting was
concer ned, the blockade againg Ger many was being reentlesdy
enforced until the disarmament terms of the Armistice should
be fulfilled and Peace duly sgned. Several smaller wars too
werestill in progress British troops co-operating with the White
generals, Koltchak and Denikin, againg the U.S.SR.—sent
partly to sscure British invesmentsin Russa, partly toidentify
the British Army with an anti-revolutionary cause—were not
withdrawn before 1920. Thewar againg the Sinn Fein guerillas
in Ireland continued until 1922; the Turkish-Greek dispute
until the Treaty of Lausannein 1923. War had been almogt the
e topic of conversation for four and a half years, and k was
puzzling at first for the newspapers to find any peace topic
aufficiently captivating to replacewar news. At theend of 1918,
when the country, owing to its tremendous shipping losses and
the necessity of still maintaining an army of some millions, con’
tinued under severe redrictions in food, clothing, coal, and
other necessties and German prisoners of war, with coloured
patches sawn on their dothes to prevent their escape, were still
working on theland, it was natural that the papers should go
on printingwar-pictures. Thelllustrated London Newsin Novem-
ber and December was publishing photographs and detailed
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imag native drawings of the Austrian, Bulgarian, and German
aurrenders; of the German Fleet approaching Scapa Flow; of
the sorets of the Q-ships, of the Allied armies on guard in
Cologne For afull year more the Daily Mail continued to call
itsedf The Soldier's Paper'. But, in general, though people were
willing to read epilogue news of the war which they had won,
they showed little interest in the highly coloured reports of the
victorious progress of the White Russan armies, or blood-
curdling dories of Red atrocities. A letter-writer to The Times
remarked on the public indifference to the murder of Tsar
Nicholas, and himself made a sober comment in a L atin degiac
couplet:

'Sir, if the story told in The Times a few wesks ago of the
Bolsheviks murder of the Tsar Nicholas|| and his Consort and
their family was astrue as The Times ssemed to think it, it was
as execrable a crime of its sort as history records. Y et no com-
ment upon it of any sort has followed, so far as | have seen. It
occurred to me to write an epitaph suggeted by Dido's dying
cry for retribution:

Virtutishumani nos praeda jacemus; at ultor
Ossibusenostrisexoriarealiquis!”

Death was still extremely active that winter: but with pesti-
lence, not shot, shel, and gas For the first two years of the
war the opposng armies had been remarkably free of infectious
dissase, despite mud and lice. But then came a new epidemic
called Spanish or septic influenza: gathering force in 1917 and
reaching its height in the winter of 1918-19. It killed twenty-
sven million people, throughout the world—twice as many as
thewar itself—with the heaviet mortality in theterritoriesleast
affected by the fighting. Nearly the whole populations of cer-
tain areas of Ada and Africa were swept away by it: 8,500,000
died in India alone- In Germany influenza had contributed
very largely to the Revolution, the British blockade having
weakened physical resgance to it; and even in the United
Kingdom, where the population was compar atively well fed
and clothed, over 200,000 deaths were recorded. New Zealand
and Australian troopsfell particularly easy victims, asextensve
graveyards on Salisbury Plain and dsewhere still remind us In
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England entire households, and even dreds of households, were
often dangeroudy ill in bed at the same time with nobody to
look after them. A severe coal shortage aggravated matters. To
Hun-hater sit was some consolation that the mortality was twice
asgreat in Germany. In the summer of 1919 there was a recur -
rence of the epidemic, but its victims were fewer. In church,
trains, and other public places people wore antiseptic masks of
flesh-coloured gauze over nose and mouth.

The general mood of weary relief at the end of the war was
reflected in advertisements. 'Army Club' cigarettes showed a
girl and aman in uniform, with this dialogue:

She: Thank goodness it's all over—now, Jack, we can sttle
down to peace and plenty.’

He: 'Rather, dear old thing, give me plenty of Army Club
cdgsand |'m at peace with the whole bally world.'

Yet in an advertisement for Beecham's Pills there was a snse
of foreboding that peace might not be everything that it had
been expected, A girl with cards gazing into a crysa—for
fortune-telling was enjoying a huge popularity among people
who had logt reatives in the war, or who were beginning life
afresh—was saying: 'Yes, there's a bright future before you—iff
you take Beecham's Pills.’

Serious voices were, of course, emphasizing the grave peace
time problems confronting the country and the necessty of
united national effort: the 'high endeavour' note was sounded
by gatesmen, the Church, and a few newspapers. About this
time, for example, the Conservative and sedate Country Lifecon-
demned anew volumeof W. H. Daviesspoems, as'anumber of
lascivious little love poems very much out of keeping with the
time'. And the reviewer went on to say, 'Equally unworthy of
the spirit of the age is the song:

They'retaxing Ale again, | hear,
A penny more the can:

They'retaxing poor old Ale again,
The only hones man.'

Theradical New Statesman similar |y deplored thefrivolousness
of peopl€sreaction to their rdeasefrom the strain of war' From
aJanuary 1919 articleon 'Village Topics: 'Meanwhile, round
about, "shoats' are going on. Hounds are killing or drawing
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blank. Egimates are being prepared for the refitting of yachts.
The merits of rival desgns for new motor-cars are being dis
cussed, and dodges for enticing young women into domegtic
service. Plansare being madefor world-widetravel. Thewines
of the future, the price of ssason-tickets and of suits>and mil-
linery, thedeclineof the poetry-boom, thefullness of restaurants,
the progpects of the theatre—these furnish topics of animated
conversation. And the necessty of a bathroom for each guest-
room in the after-war house is frankly admitted. It is almost
agonishing: it is wildly funny, having regard to the facfthat
millions of people are starving in Europe. . . .

But it was hard work to organize peace-time pleasures, eyen
inthecountry. Gardening, for example, had suffered atremen-
dous sethback snce 1916 by the gradual destruction of ornamen-
tal shrubs and trees to make room for potatoes and cabbages.
Theextremely cold winter of 1917-18 had killed many survivors
and the lack of fuel for greenhouses had allowed some of the
rarer varietiesto die out altogether. Game birds had been neg-
lected; and as for horses few of the hunters that had been
bought up for the Army had returned in condition. The breed-
ing of dogs and other pets had aso been so discouraged by the
war that pedigree puppies were aimost unobtainable. To make
matters worse a widespread outbreak of rabies, thefirst for a
great many years, made an order necessary for the compulsory
muzzling of dogs. M uzzling was a problem, because the huge
number of muzzles required could not be supplied in a hurry,
and many dogs, especially short-nosed kinds, such as Pekinese,
wer e exceedingly difficult to fit. The outbreak was due to the
evason of the usual quarantine at British ports by R.A.F.
officersin France, who flew their petsover. The mog fashionable
dogs of the moment wer e Alsatians, which had been used in the
Belgian and French armies as watch-dogs in outposts and as
chienssanitairesfor ministeringtothewounded. Their striking
appear ance and the legend of their wolfish ancestry well suited
the new sporting scene They were at first called varioudy,
'Police dogs, 'Continental (or German) shegpdogs, 'Chiens
loups, ‘Malinois, and 'LoupsdeLorraine': until an 'Alsatian
Wolf-Dog Club' was formed, with Lieut.-Col. Moore-Brabazon,
thepioneer motorist and airman, assecretary. Theclub st itsalf
to popularize these dogs noted for their 'vigilance, fiddity, and
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suspiciousness towards strangers, and to se to it that the
patriotic Allied name 'Alsatian’ should be universally observed.
Inthefollowing year The Timesdeclared: 'To-day itisabout as
easy to buy an Alsatian as to rent a house or aflat in London.
A good specimen can be sold for £300, and any sort of pedigree
puppy cannot be bought for less than sixty guiness.'

As for metropolitan pleasures, a sprightly writer for The
Bystander complained: 'Even the least observant must rub their
eyes at the wild metamorphosis of London from war to peace.
. . . Those forgotten aeons when, at certain times of the day,
anyway, there were seats and to spare in the tubes and buses.
Or when cars actually "plied" for hire. Or, when at restaurants
you could get a quite good dinner for amere £1, without any
insolencefromwaiter people and with vinordinaire alot lessthan
6s. or 7s. a bottle. And when, even at Christmas time, shop-
a&ilstants remembered that but for US they wouldn't cut much
ice.

Indeed, there was more money than goods about. Production
had to be readjusted to peace-time conditions, and during the
interval prices were high, and some goods had still to berationed.
Christmas had been the favourite date, every year, by which the
war was confidently expected to end; but for this first peace-
time Christmas practically no toys could be bought at any price,
and the glass bottles in the confectioners shops stood as empty
as they had for the last two Christmases.

The'But for US' theme wasfretfully reiterated meanwhilein
every camp and barrack at home and overseas where troops
waited for relief or demobilization. The volunteer soldier was
desperately home-sick, and now that the war was over, except
in name, saw no reason why he should not go home—and get
back his peace-time job before someone dse took it. He had
only enlisted 'for theduration'. But Army discipline, instead of
being relaxed, was intensified, and the only relief from 'spit-
and-polish' parades was educational lectures on subjects that
seemed to him very remote. There were protests, strikes, and
.even mutinies among the troops left in France. Lord Byng was
sent to Calais, inJanuary 1919, to deal with an ugly situation:
a'Soviet' had been established among two thousand infantry,
and the Army Service and Royal Army Ordnance Corps men
wereon strike. Al were dissatisfied with bad food, worse accom-
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modation and delays in demobilization. L ord Byng settled the
mutiny without bloodshed; but it was allowed to remain pub-
licly unrecorded for some years. A similar mutiny of about two
thousand details of the five Guards regiments stationed at
Shoreham camp, in Sussex, broke out two months later. They
marched into Brighton, amid friendly cheers from the crowds
klong theroads, to lodge aprotest with the Mayor, who received
them so graciously that they returned to camp feeling that
something had been done. Their immediate grievances were
indeed attended to by a sympathetic emissary from London,
and the exemplary sentences that awaited the ring-leaders were
not promulgated for some time, when the danger of further
disturbance had disappeared.

Books and newspaper articles about the war grew unfashion-
able as demobilization gathered momentum. Already, in Jan-
uary 1919, Ralph Straus wrote in a literary column: 'War
books have suddenly become "dud". | can think of no better
Whbrd. Yet | imagine that a volume devoted to those secret
things of war which have not yet been explained should have a
success quiteout of the ordinary.' For the public was not inter-
ested in the official histories of battles and of regiments which
were beginning to appear, nor in the memoirs of generals and
admirals; though the names of French and Jellicoe on the cover
automatically sold afew thousand copies. No historian yet had
the courage to give the facts truthfully, even if he had the
inclination. The propaganda habit of suppressing disgraceful
events persisted, the Defence of the Realm Act being still in
force in many of its articles. Conversation about the war
died down even before the Peace Celebrations. Among regular
soldiers it soon came to be regarded as bad form, especialy
since the senior officers and N.C.O.s of the reorganized bat-
talions had in most cases seen little regimental service—having
either been employed on staff duties or spent most of the war in
German or Turkish prison cajnps. Civilians were only too glad
to suppress all memory of the nightmare from which they had
just awakened, and the only intelligent audience for the
reminiscences of ex-servicemen being their fellow ex-servicemen,

the topic of 'this rag-time f——g peace' succeeded that of 'this

bloody f——g war'. (The habit of continuous obscene language,

which a long and miserable war has always induced, persisted
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for four or five years more and had even spread to the younger
women.)

The revolutionary tendency among the Fighting Forces had
been idealistic rather than practical: one reason being that
everyone who had served in the trenches for as much as five
months, or who had been under two or three rolling artillery
barrages, was an invalid. 'Shell-shock’, from which all suffered
to a greater or less degree, was a condition of alternate moods of
apathy and high excitement, with very quick reactionto sudden
emergencies but no capacity for concentrated thinking. It was
credibly explained as a morbid condition of the blood, due to

"the stimulation of the thyroid gland by noise and fear. Shell-
shock, which brought distressing nightmares with it, often
affected its victims with day-visions and warped their critical
sene. Its dfects passed off very gradually. In most cases the
blood was not running pure again for four or fiveyears, and in
numerous casss men who had managed to avoid a nervous
breakdown during the war collapsed badly in 1921 or 1922.
Many officers and N.C.O.s, especialy in 'shock-divisions and
the Royal Air Force, had dso become confirmed whisky and
rum addicts. The problem of the re-absorption of these meninto
civil life was complicated by their unfitness for any work that
needed reliable judgement and steady application. They had
been led to believe that the fact of having served honourably at
the Front would be a safe coupon for employment; whereas, on
the contrary, the more exhausting their service had been, the
smaller was the peace-time demand for them. A million men
found that their old jobs had either disappeared or were held by
someone else—usudly a woman, or a man who had escaped
conscription.

To keep them quiet until the expected Peace Boom started,
the Government gave every member of the Fighting Forces
below commissioned rank a free Unemployment Insurance
policy, which entitled himto benefit while he was seeking work.
No steps were taken at first to provide for munition-workers, or
other civilians who had been employed in war-work. A similar
scheme, however, was hurriedly devised to cover them, and in
1920 their position was regulated by extending the original
Unemployment Insurance provisions of 1911 to cover all dasses
of manual workers, except agricultural labourers and domestic
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servants. Unemployment was not allowed to depress the wage-
rates of those who continued in work, for the Wages Act of 1918
stabilized the wages then in force.

No provision was made for ex-officers, on the assumption
that they had either private means or useful connections. For
many of these the problem of employment was acute. Some
enlisted in the ranks and were sent to Cologne to the Army of
Occupation; some, the wilder spirits, joined the specia police
force in Ireland, nicknamed the Black and Tans, and there
showed remarkabl e savagery—for to them the Irish weretrstitors
who had stabbed England in the back in the Easter Week
rebellion of 1916, and deserved no mercy. Many used their’
savings, wound-gratuities and the customary Victory bounty
(proportioned to pay) to st up in independent businesses, caus-
ing a great demand for small offices—and extortionate rents.
Most of these busnesses failed soon after they had started, and
their owners drifted into the employment of large commercial
and industrial firms. Younger officers crowded back to the
Universities on Government scholarships to complete their in-
terrupted education. Colonels, majors, and captainswere plenti-
ful among these aged undergraduates. They showed condescen-
sion rather than respect to the dons, and made it clear that they
would stand for no nonsense—the word 'Soviet' was heard again
at Oxford when the undergraduates at St. John's College took
united action against what they considered tyranny in the cater-
ing department and successfully demanded reform and repre-
sentation. On the whole, the absorption of soldiersinto civil life
went 6n fairly smoothly: by November 1920 the unemployment
figure had dropped to halfa million.

Until the Germans had signed on the dotted line, and for
some little time afterwards, even the unemployed were still
officially 'heroes’. They were entreated to have patience with
the unavoidable confusion caused by the switch-over from war
to peace: and especiadly to do nothing to embarrass those of
their rulers who had gone in January to Versailles to remodel
the map of the world. Most soldiers on their return found con-
ditions, however difficult, such a vast improvement on active
servicein thefield that they did not at first grumble. To be able
to deep all night on a spring mattress, to have the company of
women and children, to be done with mud and trench-rats or
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tropical heat and flies, to be given something dse to eat than
bully-beef, biscuit, and plum-and-applejam, and above all to
be absolute masters of their spare time—such relief made them
care very little what was going on in the public way. And all
seemed to be going pretty well. The Government was indeed
interesting itself actively in reconstruction. In February 1919
L loyd George summoned aNational Industrial Conference, and
appealed to it for assdance in preserving national unity. 4The
Conference recommended that a maximum working-week of
forty™eight hours and minimum rates of pay should be made
universal. Meanwhile, throughout 1919 Whitley Councils and
Trade Boards were being formed in most industries. These were
named after the chairman, J. H. Whitley, of the commission
that had recommended their formation—he later became
Speaker of the House of Commons. Their purpose was to enable
employers and workers to co-operate in settling trade disputes.

The Peace Conference news roused little popular interest by
comparison with events of a more happily 'pre-war' flavour,
such as the resumption of racing and prospects of seeside holi-
days. The popular Press was obliged to recognize this need for
distraction. Only a few newspapers, of small circulation, des
cribed the task before the Peace Conference as 'enough to
sober the thoughts of every serious person®, and held that the
Allies were creating the machinery for a sfe civilization and a
better-ordered world. If the machinery could not be created, or
if it proved defective, they declared, the immediate future might
be even worse than the immediate past. They kept up this note
for severa months, occasionally glancing aside to reprove the
ambitions of Poland, Rumania, and Italy; but were generally
unheeded.

The Government did not stint the public of parades. In
March, the Guards Division marched from Buckingham Palace
to the City, through densely crowded streets. The dominant note
of the spectators, so the newspapers said, was one of pride and
thankfulness: for they were 'neither weary of military spectacles,
nor ungrateful for sacrifices rendered, nor unmindful of glory
gained'. After this the Australians had their day, and then the
Canadians. And at the end of May there were mild celebrations
at the signing of Peace. As usual, crowds gathered outside
Buckingham Palace and cheered the King and Queen and the
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Royal Family. At Downing Street, L1oyd George was prevailed
upon to address a crowd from hiswindows, and in the House of
Commons he was cheered—the Members rose and sang the
National Anthem ip unison. Then, as though Armistice Day
and Peace Day had not been enough, the people were promised
an official Victory Day for July 9th. The only newspaper that
took the line 'Now they are ringing the bells, soon they will be
wringing their hands, on the grounds that the Peace termswere
intolerably severe and an unjust endavement of the German
people for generations to come, was the ailmost unread Daily
Herald.

The war had noyv to be solidly commemorated by public
subscription. Plans were made for the organization of vast war
cemeteriesin France, and in every village in England the prob-
lem of the local war memorial was raging—where should it be
placed? What form should it take—statue, obelisk, or cross?
Gould the names of all the dead beinscribed on it? Or would it
not be more sensible to use the money collected for arecreation
ground and engrave the names on an inexpensive plague in the
church? So great was the demand for war-memorial desgnsand
so puzzled were committees as to where they should go for
them that the Medici Society inserted afull-page disclaimer in
the weekly journals: 'l n view of the daily enquiries for price-
lists, catal ogues, etc. of War Memorials, the M edi ci Society begs
to repeat that it does not supply "stock designs’, nor issue price-
lists or catalogues of M emorlals/ Funds were aso collected to'
buy out of 'Continental davery® the faithful British transport
horses that had been left behind in France and Belgium. And
the Royal Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to Animals
launched a£20,000 Soldiers Dog Fund, describing as atragedy
of peace the fact that Tommy and his 'pal’ must say good-bye
on the other side of the water unless the public intervened with
their usual generosity. The public, of course, did.

Meanwhile Great Britain was slowly recovering its peace-
time appearance. Khaki had disappeared from the dtreets,
naked lights were permitted at night, munitionworkshad closed
down or switched over to peace-time production, newspaper
placards ceased to be overprinted on old newspapers, the spy-
fever ended. Tobacco restrictions were removed in January
1919, food-coupons were abolished in May and bread-rationing
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in August; but sugar-rationing went on until November 1920,
and licensing restrictionswere only very slightly relaxed for the
rest of the period.

OnVictory Day agreat Allied Parade was held. That night
there were numerous parties. In the Berkeley Hotel all diners
were given crackers and trumpets, dolls and golliwogs. When
the trumpets sounded, an officer of the 19th Hussars jumped up
and proposed atoast to 'The Fox-Hunt'; and all joined riotously
in singing 'JohnPeeP. In Hyde Park, at the same time, there
was apublic display of fireworks.

Peace-making was not yet over. The Bystander reminded its

sreaders ttiat, though peace had been made with Germany,
Britain was still playing the pgliceman in Fiume, Constanti-
nople, Palestine, Mesopotamia (which had in the mouths of the
Little Englanders become 'Mespot'), India, Siberia, Hong Kong
and Singapore. The public, however, was unperturbed. Ger-
many at least was beaten and these minor problems of the peace
did not concern them much. The League of Nations was sus-
pect, as aninstrument for keeping Britain tied to the troubles of
Europe; still, it seemed only fair to give the thing a trial, and
some even had profound faithinit. Punchy on thefirst anniver-
sary of Armistice Day, awarded a kindly cartoon to Viscount
Cecil, who was starting his campaign to make the aims of the
League better understood.

Germany was not yet, of course, included in the League, but
regarded officially asamoral outcast. Nothing known to be of
German origin could be sold inthe shops and even the war-time
ban on German classica music remained inforce for sometime.
The popular Press continued to refer to the Germans as Huns
even so late as 1920; nor was any faith given to the complaint of
Germans during the Armistice period that they were starving
—as many of them were. In January 1919 The Times proved to
its own satisfaction that this complaint was 'the latest, but not
the last proof of a mean and lying and greedy spirit': north-
western Germany, The Times maintained, was amply supplied
with provisions—infact, raw food was even seen going to waste.
Punch, in February, produced acartoon of the German Criminal
sayingto the Allied Policeman: 'Stop, you're hurting me," and
thenaside: ' | f | only whine enough | may be abletowriggle out
of thisyet." Punch continued to reflect this official view of Ger-
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man baseness with cartoons, in May, entitled 'Germany draws
the pen and keeps it rattling' and 'Honour satisfied'. The text
to the latter was, 'German Delegate: "Sign? |'d sooner die."
Aside: "Give me the pen." ' And in September, with a note of
alarm, came a cartoon: 'The New German offensive’, repre-
senting the German commercial traveller about to invade
Britain.

Liberal papers, on the other hand, took the view that, now
that the Hohenzollerns were dethroned, no cause for fear re-
mained. Germany would be democratic, though perhaps a-little
more authoritative (the word "authoritarian' had not yet come
in) than other democratic countries. The German people, it was
felt, would never again let their fate pass out of their own hands.
And the daring New Statesman poked fun at the hue-and-cry
after the Kaiser: 'Looking through the newspapers the other
day | found Mr. Tillett calling for his ex-Maesty's removal from
earth, Sir Gilbert Parker demanding his internment in some
distant island, and Lady Byron supplementing a plan for a
judicial investigation with the palpably biased remark that,
should the defendant not be condemned to the gallows or the
guillotine, then the foulest deed must be applauded and floral
tributes laid on the shrine of Satan.'

Even the soldiers who had expressed afellow-feeling for their
fellow-unfortunates on the other side of no-man's-land could
not now spare much pity or thought for German ex-servicemen
and their families; though generosity was shown by the Army of
Occupation to German civiliansin distress. It was not asif food
was either plentiful or cheap in England: and, after all, who had
started the war—and who had lost it? Besides, there was a great
housing shortage, and recently married men were wondering
for how many more months, or years, they would have to live
with their wives' parentsor their own. For five years the buil d-
ing trade had been at a standstill—few repairs, even, had been
done. The number of skilled builders had been halved during
the war, because the trade had no chance to recruit apprentices.
What skilled labour there was had more repair work in hand
than it could manage. The Sphere in September 1919 observed
that all over London the work of painting and repairing walls,
windows and railings was in progress, Downing Street by then
was only just refurbished. To make matters worse, streets and
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roads had been neglected during the war, and throughout 1919
gangs of roadmakers were busy in all London's thoroughfares.
Nearly the whole of Oxford Street was dug up and relaid in a
singleoperation.

At first, very few new housss were built. Even in 1921, the
British census showed 750,000 more families than separate
dwellings. This was remarkable, because just before the war it
had been reckoned that there were more unoccupied houses in
London than occupied housssin Paris. Owing to the scarcity of
materialsthe cog of building rose enormoudy: it wasimpossible
to put up houses which could be let at the prevailing controlled
rents. A Director-General of Housing was appointed in 1919 to
help local authorities and private builders with subsdies, but
these were not sufficiently attractive to start a housng boom. In
1920 a Ministry of Health house of a working-class type cos
£900 to erect, even though indifferent materials were usst—
unseasoned wood and uncohesve plaster; and wages were lag-
ging behind therise in prices. In consequence, many respectable
families went to livein old houses that had been awkwardly cut
up intoflats, in mews, in army huts, wooden and metal, roughly
adapted to civil life, and even in old railway carriages, and
converted coal barges and lighters.

Yet, despite everything, people were determined to enjoy
themsdves Professonal cricket was revived, yachting at Gowes,
and polo and hunt-balls—though there was still a great shortage
at these of male partners. The Derby was arecord one: Sncethe
beginning of the year everyone had been talking in a mog
extravagant way of thefavourite, Sir Alec Black's' ThePanther',
asthe greatest horse of the age. The first big disappointment of
thepeacewaswhen T he Panther camein fourth; L ord Glandly's
Grand Paradebeingthewinner at 33-1. Operaenjoyed agreat
social season; Dame M elba was at the height of her popularity.
Russan Ballet, too, with 'L a Boutique Fantasque', ' Petrouschka',
and 'The Three-Cornered Hat' as the mos popular pieces—
and Massne, Karsavina, and Lopokova to dance them. One
consolation for the Russan Revolution was that it had left
half the Imperial Ballet school permanently exiled abroad. At
Wimbledon Mile Suzanne L englen began her long domination
of the British lawn-tennis courts by defeating Mrs. Lambert
Chambers. At Henley the regatta was held again, and the vic-
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tory of an Australian eight over Oxford in one of the events
assgted the prevailing sentiment of Imperial goodwill. In the
course of amilitary tournament at Olympiareal tanks charged
obstructions in the arena, and sent bricks and mortar flying
splendidly. And between parades and sporting events there was
aways some social happening to engross the attention. The
smartest was the wedding of Lady Diana Manners, the reigning
beauty of the day, to young Alfred Duff Cooper—the last socia
wedding that crowds and crowds of factory girls talked about
and turned out to see. Later in the Twenties it was only film
stars that could attract such crowds. Lady Diana was fortunate;
at the moment when glamour was turning from peers to stars,
she was both an actress (the Nun in The Miracle) and a duke's
daughter.

In August came the great holiday scramble. Thousands of
people set off for the seaon their first holiday for five years. The
seasde towns were overwhelmed. Fifty thousand people went to
Y armouthfrom London alone. Glacton received thirty-fivethou-
sand more people than it could accommodate. Sofas in living-
rooms and temporary beds in bathrooms were snapped up'
Blackpool had morethan three hundred thousand visitors. Hun-
dreds were obliged to return home after a fruitless search for
lodgings; hundreds walked the streets al | night, or slept on sand-
hills and cliff-tops. The police, in some cases, allowed women
and children to occupy cells at police stations. The beaches were
black with crowds; queues waited outside bathing-machines
and dressing-tents for their turn to swim. The London County
Council thoughtfully provided, for the children of those who
could not get away, heaps of specially refined sand in St. Jamess
Park, railed off in play-corners. But bereaved wives and parents
who could afford to do so went on personally conducted toursto
the 'Devastated Regions and ate picnics in the trenches with
old ammunition-boxes as makeshift tables. Towards the end of
the year Continental holidays became possible again. St, Moritz
was popular for skating and skiing—as yet expertness in skating
was more common than in skiing among society people. The
illustrated weeklies during the winter of 1919-20 were full of
photographs of Lord So-and-So's party on skates. The Riviera
too was packed, thousands of people going south in spite of the
acute coal-shortage in France. On the trains, sleeping berths
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to Cannes and Nice were booked up months ahead of time.

But popular satisfaction with the winning of the war subsded
somewhat as the winter drew on. A reaction of mild doubt st
in: 'Isthisthe Peace we wer e promised? Ar e these the homes fit
for heroes? Will Germany really be made to pay?

TheBystander of October 1919 printed an account of aholiday
maker returning to a chaotic London—war rations, dim lights,
high prices, and drikes. There had been a nine-day railway
stoppage, which the newspapers had treated as if it had been
the tjhreatened Revolution, urging patriotic citizens to volun-
teer asamateur train-drivers, and usng such war-timeterms as
/doing ones bit', and 'seang it through'. The strike was finally
settled by granting therailwaymen a diding scale of pay, which
was to vary according to the official cogt-of-living index figure.
There had a0 been a police strike, which greatly alarmed the
Law-and-Order party; if even the police proved unreliable,
what was left to sem the tide of revolt? The Spectator in an
Augug issue denounced this police strike: 'An ugly feature was
the seorecy with which it had been planned for the eve of the
holidays. Had the Union order been obeyed, great cities would
all have shared the fate of Liverpool, where the mob had com-
mand of the central shopping district and looted and destrbyed
property to the value of £200,000 before it was dispersed by
rifle-fire. It isto be noted, also, that the Daily Herald, the organ
of the extreme Socialist faction, allowed itself to be used for
purposss of announcing the mutiny and grosdy exaggerated the
number of policemen who deserted/

The words 'mutiny' and 'deserted’ were usad to identify the
Government more securely with the nation. That the police
were ex-srvicemen almogt to a man, and that they had won
great popular sympathy for their strike, was suppressed.



CHAPTER THREE

Women

The B.E.F. were unfortunate in being quartered during the
war among thegensdu Nord, who were a byword in France for
their " graging ways, this had soured them a little, but British
comradeship with France was still by no means a fiction. Sus-
picions of the United States were far stronger. To begin with,
American participationin thewar, though officially we comed”
had never touched the British heart; and the Americans were
accused of exaggerating their eeventh-hour services in France
at the expense of those who had borne the heat and'burden of
the day. Certainly in a huge Victory Anthology of poems,
written by excited American civilians, though the French and
Foch as Generalissmo— Focus of Freedom: Foch!'—were given
occasional bouquets, therewas har dly a mention of their British
allies, and theminor engagementsin which the American army
took part became Auserlitzes and Waterloos. In the United
Statesit was also currently believed that Britain had been pros
trated by her war effort and would never again recover her
former proud position. She was described as a mangy Hon lick-
ing her sores, and it was confidently prophesied that before long
England would bea pastoral country without dependenciesand
with much the same political sgnificance as Denmark. Ameri-
canswould then visit it in much the same spirit as the Romans
of the early Empirewent to theancestral ruinsof Troy. Britain's
effeteness s;emed to be borne out in the next few years by her
inability in the realms of sport—tennis, boxing, golf, yachting,
athletics—to make any sort of showing againg Americans.
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This American attitude was much resented by the British,
There was general disgust too with theway inwhich Americans,
enriched by thewoes of Europe, were buying up books and art
treasures—it seemed with more acquisitiveness than real taste.
£175,000 was paid for the Duke of Westminster's 'Blue Boy' by
Gainsborough, and the Christie-Miller Library, most of which
went to America, fetched £500,000. They even bought up
ancient mansions, such as Great Lodge in Essex and Agecroft
Hall in Lancashire, and transported them for re-erection, stone
by stpne, in the States They engrossed the grouse shooting in
Scotland, being ready to pay up to £7,000 for three months—as
late as 1925 £750,000 went north in this way. 'Good American
money' was heartily cursed by the New Poor—especially by
those with nothing to sell in exchange for it. Pussyfootism was
another American trait that did not please. The American
women's clubs, apowerful organization with no British counter-
part, had taken advantage of the earnest wartime mood to
impose teetotalism on the United States. This excited British
derision and 'Pussyfoot’ Johnson, who came to England to
preach the cause, was so roughly handled by undergraduates
that he lost the sight of an eye. 'Pussyfoot' became a genera
term of reproach for all milk-and-water idealists.

The problem of the immense war-debts owed by Britain to
the U.S.A. had not yet become acute enough to embitter feel-
ings still more between the two countries. But the United States
Government was criticized in Great Britain for 'baulking its
responsibilities in Europe’, and much sympathy was felt for
Woodrow Wilson, the Democratic President: he had been per-
suaded or (the Americans said) 'bulldozed' by Lloyd George
and 'Tiger' Glemenceau of France into signing their draft of the
Versailles Treaty, which was not at all inkeepingwith hisown
Liberal views. The United States Senate, like ijiost individual
Americans, considered the terms over-severe, and likely to in-
volve them in costly entanglements. Why, they were even
expected to undertake a mandate for Armenia—where the
heck was Armenia anyway?—in order to keep the Turks from
massacring alleged Christians! The American armieswere with-
drawn from the Rhine, and American participation in the
League of Nations was withheld. Punch published a cartoon,
‘Home from Home', which showed" President Wilson sailing
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back to Europe, saying: 'Time | was getting back to a hemi-
sphere where | am really appreciated.'

Y et- the British gladly welcomed gay American fashions in
dress, music, dancing and fun, having temporarily lost their own
inventive power. Syncopated music had been denounced a$
barbarous and blatant in 1912 when it first came to England,
despite the magnificent dancing of the Castles; and the more
extravagant 'rag-time' dances had not been socially approved.
'Rag-time' was an adjective of reproach; a rag-time regiment
was a disorderly and untrustworthy one. But after the war the
new fantastic development of Jazz music and the stepsthat went
withit, becalne, inthe contemporary phrase, 'all therage'. Cock”
tails were aso accepted, though they went directly against
British upper-classtradition, the chief ingredientsbeing ginand
vermouth. Gin had for two centuries been considered a very
lower-classdrink indeed, and vermouth, like absinthe, was dan-
gerously Parisian. Only wines or 'fruit cups had been drunk on
social occasions before the war; with whisky reserved for sport-
ing uses. Punch printed many ajoke against cocktails, but cock-
tail parties even in 1920 were not yet popular enough to rouse
the anger of clergymen. American slang was still barred as
vulgar. A revue, inwhich Noel Coward appeared as ayouthful
actor, had to have its original title "Oh Boy!" changed to 'Oh
Joy!" lest it caused offence.

In January 1919 The Bystander reported that there was morn-
ing dancing in country houses and town mansions; for the
'newest jazzes and the latest rags had to be learnt without delay.
But it did seem alittle odd that a negrojazz-band could earn
more in a season than the Prime Minister djd in the course of a
whole year. The Daily Mail in February described 'This Jazz
Age': 'People are dancing as they have never danced before, in
a happy rebound from the austerities of war, ... But the dancing
is not quite as it was in the dim old years before 1914. The
"Tango", "Maxixe" and "Boston" havegonewiththe" Turkey
Trot" and"Bunny Hug"__ The"Baleta" and "Maxina" are
revivals of these under new names, and it is even said that the
"Lancers" is being privately practised, so that the programme
will no longer be limited to the "Fox-trot", "One-step" and
"Hesitation-waltz". . . . Dancingwithout gloves has become
the mode, because the cost of gloves has risen to impossible
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figures, and smoking was never so common when sitting out.'

There were plenty of Americans about to show how these
dances should be properly performed. The influxinto Europe
of wealthy tourists from the States began as soon as the Armis-
tice was signed. Most Americans spent the greater part of their
stay in France—the American predilection for things French
having continued ever since the Revolution as a sign of their
complete independence of Britain—or in touring Italy; but a
visit to Britain was almost aways included in the itinerary.
They, brought unfamiliar fashions along, among them lipstick,
rouge, eyebrow and eyelash colouring. Hitherto unashamed use
of facial pigment in Britain had not gone very far along the
usual course that daring female fashions had always taken—
white silk stockings, by the way, had just accomplished the run
—and even with American encouragement it did not reach its
goal for another ten years. The course was. from brothel to
stage, then on to Bohemia, to Society, to Society's maids, to the
mill-girl, and lastly to the suburban woman. Openly attended
'beauty-parlours’, rare even in America at this time, were un-
known in Britain. But face cream and powder were already
used, and fast young women powdered their noses in public.
American example dso persuaded the ordinary Englishwoman
to give up permanently her old-fashioned stiff whale-bone cor-
ststhat she had been forced to wear even as a schoolgirl of thir-
teen. (Women war-workers had already abandoned theirs.) As
an American girl observed in London: 'Men won't dance with
you if you'reall laced up.' The new dances certainly demanded
afreedom of movement which was not possible in old-fashioned
corsets. American chewing-gum was now sold in the streets as a
novelty, and given full-page advertisements in the newspapers,
but never became fashionable, except among schoolboys as a
permissible alternative to smoking.

Women in the United States were famous for enjoying far less
social restraint than Englishwomen. This characteristic had first
been noted during the American War of Independence, when
the women had carried on in the absence of their men-folk inthe
army; in the Civil War they had done the same again. The
Great War similarly freed the Englishwoman.

Short hair and short skirts were the outward sign of 'This
Freedom' (the theme and title of a best-selling novel by the
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most popular novelist of the day, A. S. M. Hutchinson, author
of If Winter Comes). Short hair had been introduced into London
just before the war by ‘the crop-haired crew' at the Slade ArJ
School; they got it from Paris. It was then gratefully adopted by
women land-workers, who had to get up at unearthly hours to
milk cows and had no time for the toilet that long hair entailed.
Munition workers followed suit. The use of short skirts, which
had already been adopted in tennis, was widely extended during
the war; the saving of material recommending it as a national
economy. But a skirt was then considered short if it came well
above the ankle: the swell of the calf was still hidden. Women
land-workerS wore gaiters, breeches and overalls, which for a
while excited surprise and disgust among the country people:
but they were encouraged by Lee White's song 'Good-bye,
Madam Fashion, Gome again some day', in which it was
asserted that:

Dainty skirts and delicate blouses
Aren't much use for pigs and cows-es.

The solution was 'overalls and trousiz'. But when Madam
Fashion came back she did not remove the trousers from the
many women who still continued to work on the land, mostly
as smallholders. And before long she popularized trousers for
women that were indistinguishable, except in the matter of fly-
buttons, from men's. This was in revenge for her pre-war rebuff
in the matter of the split skirt, which had been laughed out of
existence with the phrase 'Not in these Trousiz'. The phrase,
which came from a song in which a young man refusss to take
his gir™ to the races so dressed, had even displaced 'Archibald,
Certainly Not' as a complete general negative.

Women's fashions in 1919 were already setting the standard
to which they adhered throughout the Twenties. Men's dress
had not yet ngticeably changed—narrow trousers, high-button-
ing jackets and stiff collars were still universally worn, though
the hard black bowler and the tall silk hat were yielding to the
soft coloured Homburg, originally introduced by King Edward
V1l. (King George V, by the way, had only two sartorial
peculiarities: a taste for single-breasted jackets and a habit of
creasing his trousers down the sides, like pyjamas, instead of
down the front. Thefirst caught on, but not the second.) There
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was no sign that the short skirt would ever be abandoned,
though one's legs got very cold in winter time, especially when
woollen stockings went out of fashion. Stockings were of all
colours now, black ones tending to disappear altogether, and
white giving placeto flesh colour. Therayonindustry wasinits
infancy and stockings we-e still mostly of wool or cotton: only
well-dressed women wore silk, and even the upper half of their
stockings was often of cotton or wool. High heels, which had
hitherto always been associated with the Stage, Paris, and I m-
morality, now cameinto more general use: though elder women
could not accustom themselves to them and the medical pro-
fesson condemned them as causing uteral displacement and
being athreat to the birth-rate. The tubular look of women in
the 1920 fashion plates was completed by the new sack-like
blouses and jumpers. The Sunday Express protested that the cut
of many of these was so startlingly low as 'surely not to be wel-
comed in ordinary busness offices; though the flat-chested
fashion considerably lessened the allure.

The Bystander in March 1919 began a long series of jokes
about the scantiness of women's dresses with the remark that,
though evening gowns were once mo”e permissible, it seemed as
if there was a conspiracy among women to leave as much of the
spinal column uncovered as was compatible with a scanty
bodice—the age should be called 'The Dorsal Period'. During
the Peace celebrations, which began in May and were described
as aJazz Season, shorter and shorter skirts were worn, all very
gay. Seeves, too, were shorter, receding now far above the
elbows. Hats were inclined to floppiness, for the well-known
cloche or 'extinguisher' shape had scarcely yet come in. The
cloche-hat was designed for short hair, and in 1919, despite
thousands of bobbed heads, long hair was still the prevailing
fashion. Newspapers advertised means of ‘preserving women's
crowning glory', and the International Hairdressers Competi-
tion of 1920 was won by an elaborate, monumental pile, sur-
mounted by a large Spanish comb. But short hair had become
so fixed a symbol of female independence that pig-tailed school-
girls, who had once looked forward ecstatically to the day when
they would put their hair up, now felt an equal longing for the
day when they would cut it off.

The free mixing of men and women was commemorated in
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the woollen jumper—hitherto only worn by salors and little
boys, who called it ajersey. Most women in 1919 were wear-
ing jumpers, knitted by themselves as a relief from 'socks for
soldiers’; and soon afterwards men, too, began to adopt them
under the name of 'pull-over'. The pull-over, in the form of a
white open-necked 'sweater' with club colours, had long been
in sports use; but the new garment, of subfusc colouring and
worn by daring young men over a soft-collared shirt, with a
coloured tie and no tie-pin, was for more general wear. It was
the first garment that could be used interchangeably by jnen
and women.

Towards the end of 1919 many new dance clubs and dance
halls were opened. In the newspapers there were columns of
advertisements for tea dances, practice dances, subscription
dances, and Victory dances. Innumerable young women offered
to help Win the Peace at the many dances held in aid of Ex-
Servicemen, Serbian Relief, Rumanian Relief, etc. by teaching
tangoes, fox-trots, hesitation-waltzes, one-steps, and the brand-
new Ki-ki-kari, described asa'fascinating variation on the one-
step’. By the beginning of 1920jazz had become universal—in
fact, as a headline put it, the shimmy was 'shaking Suburbia'.
The 'shimmy"' or 'shimmy-shake' had, as its name suggests,
begun life in the American 'sporting-houses. There were, of
course, many protests against these dances even when they were
already accepted by the most refined hogesses. One clergyman
wrote at the end of 1919: i f these up-to-date dances, described
as the "latest craze", are within a hundred miles of all | hear
about them, | should say that the morals of a pig-sty would be
respectable in comparison’. However, by this time the new
waltz (in which one no longer merely spun round and round
but tacked and veered and trotted), and the tango, were 'ever
so much more if in Society.

The shamdess abandon with which the new free woman
danced, allowing her partner anear-sexual doseness of embrace,
her immodest dress and coiffure and her profane looseness of
language, were by no means the only charges against her. A
letter to the Spectator, in 1919, complained that young women
were learning to frequent public houses. It followed up this
complaint with asuggestion that was not putinto practice until
the Thirties: that there should be soda-fountains, asin America,
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where non-intoxicating drinks could be obtained at all hours.
Women were aso smoking in public, and thisinnovation had a
mixed reception. It was reported in the New Statesman that a
young lady in a small restaurant had a cigarette knocked out of
her mouth by anirate elderly waiter. The writer observed that
bourgeois restaurants were stricter in preserving the old pro-
prieties than more fashionable eating-houses;, and that while
women could smoke without exciting interest in the restaurant-
car of atrain, it wasstill improper for them to smoke on the tops
of buses. They tended to smoke Egyptian and Turkish cigarettes.
Virginian cigaretteswere alittle vulgar even for men: there was
«a transitional stage in the early Twenties, before the general
adoption of Virginians, when in offering a cigarette-case one
would say, 'l hopeyou don't mind: it'sonly aVirgin' or, more
familiarly, 'Excuse stinkers"

The chattier journals accepted women's new habits without
criticism. According to the Sphere, onerealized that arevolution
had taken place in social customs when one saw girls in the
debutante stage not only dispensing with chaperones, but
actually giving dances of their own without even a presiding
mamma in the offing, and issuing Invitations in their own
names. To some extent the 'modern girl' was still the popular
heroine that she had become when working on munitions in
factories. She was known as 'the flapper', yet thiswas not aterm
of reproach. Flapper in the Nineties had meant a very young
prostitute, scarcely past the age of consent, but the word had
improved just before the war to mean any girl in her teenswith
a boyish figure. The craze for the flapper had begun in Ger-
many (where they called her a backfisch) as a sexual reaction
against the over-fed under-exercised monumental woman, and
as a compromise between pederasty and normal sex. It reached
England about 1912. In the war, the shortage of sugar and
butter and the popularization of hockey and tennis greatly
reduced women's weight; and when they were freed of their
tight corsets the popular 'hour-glass figure' gave place to the
neatly cylindrical. To the post-war eye, Italian prima donnas
and old postcard portraits of Edwardian stage favourites had an
irresistibly comiclook.

'Flapper' was now a term for a comradely, sporting, actjve
young woman, who would ride pillion on the 'flapper-bracket’
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of a motor-cycle. It did not become aterm of reproach again,
with a connotation of complete irresponsibility, until 1927 when
Punch noted: 'Flapper is the popular press catchword for an
adult woman worker aged 21 to 30, when it is a question of
giving her avote under the same conditions as men of the same
age/ There was a British film in 1919 caled 'The Irresistible
Flapper'; the heroine was a high-spirited girl who shocked her
old-fashioned parents with her free behaviour and boyish slim-
ness yet was in truth a'brick'. Thisflapper went to stay with
her married sister, whdfce secret affair with a matin&ridol
threatened to wreck her life. The flapper took things into her
own hands, impersonated her sister, made love to the matinee-.
idol and spoilt his schemes. At first she was suspected by every-
one of philandering, but eventually her sster confessed, thanked
her for saving her from disgrace; and all was well.

But the flapper already had many enemies and not only
among Church people. Before the war, it was enough to say of
her in the words of the 'Dapper Flapper' song: 'She is oh, so
tender, Figure so dender, She loves chocolate creams and me/
But now the air of competence which young women had
assumed from doing a ‘'man’'sjob’ during the war was widely
resented by advocates of 'femininity'—which included sweet
inconsequence, childishness, and submissveness. Girls were
blamed for being cocksure and ill-tempered and even brazen in
their advances to men. The brazenness they had learned as
flag-sellers. By the end of the war there were about as many
flag-days every year as there had been Church holidays in the
Middle Ages. The flags or flowers or,other lapel-decorations
that everyone bought, or was expected to buy, when accosted
by a pretty girl in the street, were sold for every conceivable
cause—the blind, the limbless, the toothless, and the refugee—
and Peace did not end the practice by any means.

Thewomen who only ayear or so earlier had been acclaimed
aspatriots, giving up easy lives at hometo work for their Coun-
try in her hour of need, were now represented as vampires who
deprived men of their rightful jobs. By Trade Union pressure
they were dismissed from engineering, printing, and transport
work, though cheap and efficient workers, and from the fac-
torieswhere they had worked on munitions. No Unemployment
Benefit scheme was arranged for them. They were expected

44



WOMEN

ingead to become domedtic servants for whom there was an
aways unsatisfied demand. But any girl who had earned good
wages in factories, and had come to like the regular hours, the
society of other workers, and thestrict but imper sonal discipline,
was reluctant to put hersdf under the personal domination of
'someold cat' whowould expect her not only towork long hours
for little money, but show complete subservience and dispense
with all former friendships of amusements. The servant shortage
remained a problem for years, though in fact mog familiesthat
had -once kept servants could no longer afford to do so, and
facilities for housawives to run their homes themsdves with a
.minimum of effort were fag being introduced from the United
States, where the same reluctance for domegic service had
always existed. 'Labour-saving' devicesin cooking,washing up,
cleaning, laundering, a far wider choice of tinned and bottled
fruit, refrigerators, massproduced clothes, invisble-mending
srvices all thee were offered and taken up readily.

Most demobilized young women therefore turned to the ob-
vious professon of marriage; but women had dightly out-
numbered men in England even before the war killed off one
eligible man in every sven and serioudy injured another, so
that the problem of the 'surplus woman® was much debated.
However, women asigants continued to be employed in shaps
and dffices to a far greater extent than before the war—there
beingno male Trade Union strong enough to excludethem from
these trades—and many who had experience in munition fac-
tories got engaged in the new eectrical and wirdess industries.
There they were paid, on the whole, only about two-thirds of
the wages that male employees received. Among the middle
dases after the war, daughters were expected to take up bus-
nesscareers, or at least do something. Some, of course, regarded
their budness life as an interval between school and marriage,
and thisnaturally debarred them from jobsin which continuity
of work was of more advantage to the employer than cheap
labour. Doing something often meant pretending to take up
musc or art. Music was ttie harder and sterner professon,
S0 art shods had a tremendous membership, which did not
sengbly decrease throughout the Peace. By 1939, it was calcu-
lated that there were at least 200,000 sdf-gyled artigs in
England, of whom the great majority were women, but
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fewer than 200, mostly men, lived wholly by their art.
More and more women were going to universities. Oxford
admitted them to full membership in 1919. Though many
dons felt that this would destroy the purely intellectual life of
the colleges, the Bishop of London, at a specia service for
Oxford women students, blessed the movement for higher edu-
cation among women. At the same time he pointed out that
they were 'all destined to become the wives of some good man'
—he meant each. (This sort of grammatical cardessness, due to
thinkinginrigidblocksof wordsrather thaninwell-articul ated
sentences, became more and more common in public speaking
as the years went on. Asquith was the last politician whose
gpeeches could be printedas decent examples of English prose.)
The Cambridge Senate refused to admit women to university
membership, but in 1921 passed 'Graces which granted degree
titlesto women graduates. While the proposal was being debated
the undergraduates behaved with the same archaic ungallantry
towards the women's colleges that hecklers had shown at pre-
war Suffragette meetings. Oxford was virtugusly shocked.
The Sex Disqualification (Removal) Act of 1919 admitted
women to many professions, including the Bar. Thefirst woman
barrister was called to the Bar in 1921, andin thefollowing year
thirty more were called. The newspapers concentrated public
interest on cases conducted by ‘our new Portias, much to the
embarrassment of the 'more sedate judges. These were aso
embarrassed by women-jurymen, provided for by an Act of
1918: when the case happened to be one in which violence,
especially sexua violence, or any distressing pathological inci-
dent figured, and a woman-juryman was in the box, ajudge
would cough warningly. If the cough failed to rouse her sne
of modesty, he would suggest that she should retire. She usually
did retire—more out of pity at his embarrassment than out of
real squeamishness. But The Common Cause, the organ of the
combined societies for the freedom of women, constantly pro-
tested that women jurors should stick it out, especialy where
men jurors would be likely to mitigate the severity due for
criminal assault upon children. The 'Votes for Women!" cry
now gave place to that of 'Equal Pay for Equal Work!" But the
industrial magnates and the Trade Union leaders proved to
have harder hearts than the politicians: and the discrimination
46



WOMEN

againg women continued throughout the period. Even the
solitary woman who remained a departmental head at the
B.B.C. was paid at a lower rate than her male colleagues.

Thefirst woman to st in Parliament wasthebusy, American-
born Prohibitionist and Christian Scentist, Lady Astor, who
was returned in 1919 for the Sutton divison of Plymouth, at a
by-election causad by L or d Agor's elevation to the peerage. She
was a Coalition candidate and was ceremonioudy introduced to
a respectful house by Lloyd George and A, J. Balfour. Shortly
aften her introduction she wasreported to be sitting on a joint
committee dealing with 'serious moral issues. It was two years
before she wasjoined in the House by other women members.
In 1921 Mrs. Wintringham, the widow of a former Liberal
member, was dected for Louth; and the Conservative Mrs.
Hilton Philipson (the popular actress, Mabel Russdl), aso the
widow of a former member, for Berwick. Mrs. Wintringham
waswar mly welcomed by the ear nest women's-fr eedom socities,
but Mrs. Philipson was consdered a traitor to their cause, as
being submissvely pro.-male in any question affecting the rela-
tions of the sxes The number of women members remained
extremely small throughout the period, because no party would
give a woman a sife seat to contes except for such special
reasons as the death of a husband who had occupied it, or other
very srong local interest.

Variousfresh measuresof emancipation wereintroduced. The
Chancdlor of the Exchequer was persuaded to tax a married
woman's income separately from that of her husband, on the
ground that it was unjust for a woman'sright to own property
to be regpected by the Commissoners of Inland Revenue if
she were unmarried, but not if she were married. The Chan-
cellor agreed that 'it has always been an intolerable anomaly
that, so far astaxation is concerned, it is cheaper to live with a
woman not onéswife than with awoman who is. Asa matter,
of fact, so far as taxation was concerned, it continued cheaper
at certain levesof income, until the end of the period.

Other legal anomalieswer e also amended. 1 n 1920 the section
of theLarcency Act was abolished which assumed thkt awoman
living with her husband could not steal from him. In 1923 the
Matrimonial CausesAct provided that adultery of either oouse
should be sufficient reason for divorce—previoudy, a woman
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bringing a petition had asd to prove cruelty or desertion. And
in 1925 the Criminal Justice Act did away with the presump-
tion that a woman who committed a crime in her husband's
presence did so under his coercion. Women were thus at last
legally recognized as morally responsible persons. Even the
Church agreed to thisrecognition, for in the report of the Lam-
beth Conference of 1920 the bishops stated: 'The Church must
frankly acknowledge that it has undervalued and neglected the
gifts of women and has too thanklessly used their work/ They
firmly repudiated the argument that women were ceremonially
unclean; and concluded that the ministry would be strengthened
if freer use was made of women's spiritual gifts. The humblest
of Holy Orders—the diaconate—was thrown open to them:
women could thereafter preach and conduct church services,
but not bestow the Blessing or perform any sacrament.

It must not be thought that the consciously 'free’ women were
more than a small minority: conservatively feminine women,
who wished things to be asthey had always been, were frequent.
However, the large betwixt-and-between dass soon swung over
to the new fashions in dress and behaviour because of the suc-
cessthat they obviously had with the marrying sort of men; and
the feminine women had to follow suit for fear of seeding dowdy.

Nor were all fashions, even in dancing and music, American.
To those who still thought the Negro-Jewish-American impor-
tations blatant, strident and unlovely, other modern alterna-
tives were offered. There was Eurythmics, an adaptation of
gymnastics to rhythm. This was a system invented by Jacques
Dalcroze of Geneva before the war; its devotees improvised
movements in different musical times, their ears brains and
muscles working in close co-ordination. A demonstration was
given in the Queen's Hall which attracted much attention.
Newspapers for a year and more afterwards published photo-
graphs of girlsin Greekisfy costumes, casting themselves into the
air, sometimes in Regent's Park, sometimes in Kensington
studios. But Eurythmics, which was described as an 'expression
of time-vauesin bodily movement' and a "plastic realization of
music', soon lost its general popularity and becamerelegated to
advanced girls-schools.

If amore English sort of dancing was wanted, to correspond
with the intensely cultivated Englishness of Georgian Podry,
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there was the revived folk dance. The English Folk Dance
Society, founded by Cecil Sharpe a few years before, had made
numerous converts, egpecially in country villages, where the
Elizabethan morris-dance had become practically extinct.
Young men in cricket flannelsand young women in short white
skirtsjigged about to the fiddle, or piano, in the long-for gotten
deps of 'Gathering Peasecods, 'Rufty Tufty', 'Black Nag',
'Sdlenger's Round', and therest. Folk dancing enjoyed a great
popularity for about ten years, chiefly under Church patronage;
and gne or two well-attended conventions were held at the
Albert Hall. But T in Pan Alley', theNew York muscfactory,
killed it in the end. For there could be no new compaosers of folk
dances, and each dance had only one tune, and there were only
a limited number of dances Even in the country a congtant
refreshment of tunes was demanded, as soon as a wirdess s
was ingtalled in every home. Tunes, like clothes, were now ex-
pected to weay our after very short use

These folk dancers, and the readers of Georgian Poetry and
theLondon Mercury, wereloosdy affiliated with what cameto be
known asthe Arty-and-Crafty (as digtinguished from the merely
Arty) Lot, The Arty-and-Crafty Lot were in turn mingled with
the 'Back-to-the-Landers. They had small holdings in pictur-
exque villages, kept chickens and goats, spun, wove and dyed
cloth; ran communal hand-presses, did lino-cuts; bottled fruit
and home-madewines, wor e 'peasant’ dress sandals, and bright
amiles, serenaded one another in summer evenings with folk
ongs and Elizabethan lutanist lovesongs with fiddle accom-
paniment. The men usually affected beards, until the sudden
crazefor 'Beaver' madethemreturntotherazor. Twoor more
people walking down a street would play a twenty-point game
of beaver-counting. Thefirst to cry 'Beaver' at the dght of a
beard won a point, but white beards (known as 'polar beavers)
and other digtinguished sorts had higher values. When the
growing scarcity of beavers ended the game in 1924 King
George, distinguished foreigners, and a few Chelsea pensoners
were for some years aimost the only bearded men left in Great
Britain. Beardscamein again, chiefly amongthe Leftigs, in the
middle Thirties.



CHAPTER FOUR

Reading Matter

What did people read, besides newspapers, i n the period imme-
diately following the war? The low-brow public flow-brow' and
‘high-brow' were American termsfirst popularized in England
by H. G. Wells) read monthly story-magazinesand 'pul p' fiction
—that is to say, the light amorous and melodramatic sort,
printed on wood-pulp paper, like newspapers, and not intended
tolast. Most of these novel ettes were written by hacks and sold by
the title and cover-design rather than by the pull of the author's
name. But one name was outstanding—Nat Gould, whose
numerous racing novelettes had all had practically the same
plot for the last twenty years or more: the right horse aways
won in the end and in spite of every possible mishap. Gould died
inJuly 1919, but his books continued in favour for ten years
longer. William Le Queux turned out mystery and spy stories
with loose and improbable plots, and such scandalous revela-
tionsasLove Affairsof the Kaiser's Sons; hewentonwritinguntil
1927. Sax Rohmer's Chinese romances were aso to the fore: in
1919 his The Golden Scorpion was advertised widely asathrilling
'shocker'. (The terms 'thriller' and 'shocker', with the semi-,
literate type of fictionthat they covered, had been in use since
the Eighties—an early by-product of mass-education.) The ad-
ventures of Dr. Fu-Man-Chu were soon to be filmed as a serial,
which people flocked to see week after week. Detective-novel
writingwas not yet anindustry; Sherlock Holmes had no serious
rivals. Indeed, the pre-war gentleman-cracksman, initiated by
Arsene Lupin and Raffles, was still a more popular type than
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the professional detective, J. S. Fletcher's Middle Temple Murder,
published in April 1919, was an early example of the coming
fashion in which the amateur detective ran away with the
honours. There was also a growing vogue in pseudo-scientific
fiction, especially for boys: thisfollowed uninventively along the
cour seset by JulesVer ne'sTwenty Thousand Leaguesunder the Sea,
and The Moon Voyage, and H. G. Wells's The War of the Worlds,
The Food of the Gods, and The Island of Dr. Moreau. But themore
modern death-rays, robots, invisible men, and helicopters also
figured in these stories; and such advanced boys magazines as
the Champion and the Wizard challenged the established Gem and
Magnet, which remained true to old-fashioned themes of school-
bullies and heroes. T he school-settings of the Gem and the Magnet
were a romanticized public-school of about 1910, the characters
never alteringtheir vocabulary or jolly, pugnacious behaviour;
there was no female interest in them. Their chief readers were
secondary schoolboys, errand and shop-boys, and a large num-
ber of elderly, sentimental ftamp collectors who had been read-
ing this sort of fiction for fifty years or more. Frank Richards
(not to be confused with his namesake, the Old Soldier) wrote
Billy Bunter storiesfor the Magnetfor thirty yefars never flagging.
The American short story with a whip-crack ending on the
O. Henry model had now been adopted by British magazine
writers, for there had been an O. Henry boom half-way through
the war. American natural-history writers, such as Ernest
Thompson Seton and Gene Stratton Porter, had already st a
fashion in writing about harmless wild animals in a highly
personal way; and this fashion persisted. Then along came
another American, Edgar Rice Burroughs, to write pulp melo-
dramasof thejungle. ' Tar zan of the Apes wasthe most popular
fictional character among the low-brow public of the Twenties;
though the passionate Sheikh of Araby, asportrayed by E. M.
Hullandher manyimitators,ranhimpretty close. T ar zan wasa
glorified Mowgli, from Kipling's Jungle Tales, who wrestled
with lions and beat upon his breast like an orang-outang. He
was unaware that he was the lost child of a distinguished ex-
plorer and his wife; and when he fell in love with a girl whom
he saved from the fangs of savage beasts, a delicate scruple pre-
vented him from marryingher. Shecould not fathom thereason.
Thenit cameout: " My mother was an ape," he said simply !
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Edgar Rice Burroughs later developed an H. G. Wells theme
of an invasion of the Earth by Martians: his was an expedition
to Mars by Earth-dwellers. Hishero married aM artian maiden.
TheTimesLiterary Supplement expressed astoni shment at hissuc-
cessful discovery and exploitation of The Land of Tosh: it was
admirably nonsensical stuff. As the Twenties lapsed into the
Thirties, it may here be noted, the low-brow public in Great
Britain gradually grew up. The sharpening of its critical ssnse
by dlicker cinema-pictures sharpened itsliterary judgement too:
the annals of the Land of Tosh no longer carried wide convic-
tion and the mezzo-brow 'Book of the Month' choice of the
dailies became (through the Twopenny Libraries) the shop-
girls' reading too—or such of them as did not sweep all modern
fiction aside as 'capitalistic dope'. Even Elinor Glynn's passion-
ate novels then appeared alittle grotesque, with their tiger-skin
and orchid settings; and, aware of the growing influence of
famous book-reviewers on the semi-literate public, she ceased to
send out review-copies of her new books. But in these early days,
though not read by the more discriminating, Elinor Glyn was
the reigning queen of popular love literature and considered
'very hot stuff'. P. G. Wodchouse was still rather a low-brow
writer. He had not yet perfected his purely humorous style, but
mixed the realistic and sentimental with the farcical in the
manner of Jerome K. Jerome. He had been a writer of public-
school stories before he became ajournalist in New York. His
Jeevesand Bertie Wooster wereinspired by the American notions
of the English dude and butler; but they were sartorially and
socially irreproachable and hislyrical-ludicrous style, combining
American dickness with English sensibility, eventually made
him the most generally appreciated contemporary writer.

Comforting rather than oppressive religious books were much
read, and works on spiritualism—especially Sir Oliver Lodge's
Raymond, or Life After Deathsasbeing written by adistinguished
scientist. 'Gift verse' was immensely popular among the low-
brows—an appealing mixture of love-themes, religion and opti-
mism. John Oxenham (Bess in Amber) sold by the hundred
thousand, and Ella Wheeler Wilcox, an American (Poars of
Pleasure Poems of Passon, etc.), was even more successful. Mrs,
Wilcox's work had begun to appear in Britain during the war
in small pocket volumes, bound in violet or green suede. They
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had been conventional gifts from soldiers of the lower middle
dase? to those they left behind. The coming of Peace did not
immediately end Mrs. Wilcox's popularity, but it had long been
thefashion to sneer at her, asat Hall Caine, Marie Gorelli, and
Charles Garvice. The Daily Mail took a knock at her in 1919:
'Early thisyear Mrs. EllaWheder Wilcox cameto L ondon from
France, complaining bitterly that she had not been able to get
hot baths there. Evidently the flow of the lady's verse was not
checked by her limited ablutions, for she has now published a
little yolume of it called Hello, Boys, which was mostly written
‘over ther€', and which exhibitsall the qualitiesthat have gained
for her a wide public, especially, 1 have read and can well
believe, "among society people, many of whom order special
editions in extravagant bindings samped with their mono-
grams'. They would.'

Among higher-brows the boom in poetry had begun in 1915
with Rupert Brookes death. He had been an aesthete and a
'Swan' at Cambridgebeforethewar, ai>d hisearly poems, many
of them purposdy intended to shock, had been roughly handled
by the reviewers. When he died of a fly-bite in the Mediter-
ranean, before seang any actual fighting but after writing some
stirring sonnets about war and death, the Morning Post, which
had been hisleading detractor, made a sort of' Balder Dead' of
him. Charles Sorley, atruer poet, though only twenty yearsold,
wrote in May 1915 with diggus againg the application to
poetry of such irrelevant criterions as the subsequent heroic
death in action of the poet. But a 'soldier-poet’ was a new and
fascinating phenomenon and when Sorley himself was killed in
action five months later he aso was among the immortals.
Rupert Brookesformer comradesin Edward Marsh's anthology
Georgian Poetry—L ascelles Abercrombie, W. H. Davies, Wilfred
Gibson, Gordon Bottomley, Walter dela M ar e, and the res—
were all for some reason unfit for active service (they were
referred toas'EddieMar sh'sspavined crew'). But they benefited
by their association with his illustrious name, and new soldier
poets such as Siegfried Sassooon, W. J. Turner, and Robert
Nichols came into the picture and were included in the subse
guent editionsof Georgian Poetry, which wasabest-sdler.

When the war ended, the sharp contrast, whether expressed
or implied, between the horrorsof war and dimly remembered
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rural joys, did not long remain topical. Edward Marsh had the
good sn<e to discontinue his series after a single post-war num-
ber, resigning the care of the poets he had fostered to J. G.
Squire, the popular New Satesman satirist, who founded the
London Mercury, anew literary monthly, in 1919. Like most such
magazinesin their first number the Mercury, which believed in
'the birth of alyrical age’, proclaimed that it would follow no
one theory, and represent no one school. 'The more intense the
troubles of society,” Squire wrote in his editorial, 'the more
uncertain and dark the future, the more obvious is the necessity
for periodicals which hand on the torch of culture and creative
activity. . . . The Mercury will concern itself with none of those
issueswhich arethefield of political controversy, save only such
—the teaching of English, the fostering of the arts, the preserva-
tion of ancient monuments are exampleﬁ—as impinge directly
upon the main sphere of its interests.’ Thus the character was
already st for the more ephemeral literature of the Twenties:
it was not to deal with the pressing questions of the day, but
with the eternal problems of'art’. The Mercury lasted amost to
the end of The Peace, though in the Thirties it was practically
‘onthedole’; it stood for the bland Liberal tradition of English
Literature, which on the one hand had no use for the outworn
literary language still employed by most elder writers, but on
the other discouraged the 'avant-garde experimptaKts? who
tried to popularize Franco-American 'free verse' and 'Imagism’
and discovered great foreign poets for translation. Making an
exception in the case of the scholarly Arthur Waley's transla-
tions from the Chinese, the editor wrote: 'There are those to
whom any foreigner, writing in some mysterious wonderful
language, like French, or Polish, or Spanish-American, isapor-
tent; but we are not among them.’

The Mercury was on the dull side, but the opposition to what
was known as the 'Squire-archy', which dominated the literary
world for the next five years and which such well-known elder
poets as Thomas Hardy, W. B. Yeats, Hilaire Belloc, Rudyard
Kipling, and Robert Bridges were pleased to acknowledge, was
only feeble. Its self-appointed leaders were Edith, Osbert, and
Sacheverell Sitwell. Edith edited an annual anthology Wheels
with futuristic cover designs by Severini; the Mercury dismissed
itasmerefireworks. Among other struggling'Literary Bolshies
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were T. S. Eliot, James Joyce, and Wyndham Lewis: the last-
named, who was at once poet, cr|t|c painter, and novelist, had
started the whole 'avant-garde® movement just before the war
with his magazine Blast. Joyce, who had not yet completed
Ulysses, the outstanding period-book of the Twenties, wasknown
chiefly for hischarming pre-war Dubliners, on account of which
Edward Marsh had successfully recommended him for aBritish
Civil List pension as a deserving and indigent writer. Eliot was
a young expatriate, polymath American, working in a bank,
and known for afew slight, bitter vers de sociiti. He was not yet
renowned as a Shakespearean critic and editor of the learned
Criterion, theliterary quarterly which wasto break the power of
the Mercury beforefoundering itsel f shortly afterwards under the
weight of itsown gunsand armour.

For established writers the Mercury had great respect. It held
Joseph Conrad, H. G. Wells, and Arnold Bennett to be the
three finest novelists still writing—Hardy now wrote only poems
and George M oore wasrather unhealthy, though askilful crafts
man. Good things were to be found in Rose Macaulay and
Clemence Dane; Joseph Hergesheimer's bright American novels
struck a new manner which would have agreat effect on subse-
guent English fiction. (It is difficult to remember now what
enormous respect was paid to Conrad at this time: a Pole who
chose mainly seafaring themes, and wrote the language of his
adoption almost too well. His Rescuer appeared in 1920)
The Mercury, mentioning Y eats, Masefield, Kipling, and Bridges
together as the best living 'exponents of verse' (a phrase which
conveys the contemporary view of poetry as a fine art rather
than as an embodiment of thought) remarked that it did not
now 'expect the unexpected® from them. The Mercury was,
indeed, against the unexpected.

By far the most important literary periodical at the beginning
of the Peace, and throughout it, was the Times Literary Supple-
merit, under the unobtrusive editorship of Bruce Richmond. It
pursued apolicy of impartiality, on thewhole with remarkable
success. |t was not amere appendageto The Timesand woniits
independence during the short period when Lord Northclific
tookTheTlrrmoverfromtheWaIterfarnlIy LordNorthcliffe, it
was said, consented not to °axe’ the T.L.S only if Richmond
could within a stipulated time raise its circulation to what
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seemed an impossible figure; Richmond was given amoreor less
free hand and he succeeded. His policy w”s to list every new
book as it appeared and to cover as many as possible, in long,
closely printed reviews—the only other paper to attempt this
formidable task had been the ol d-established Athenaeum—and to
keep along list of sober and trustworthy experts ready to deal
with every conceivable subject that was likely to come up.
Reviews in other weekly papers were usually signed; this had
once been favoured as more to the interest of literature than
anonymous reviewing, because it prevented secret back-siting
and log-rolling. But Richmond kept his reviewers anonymous,
knowing that they would thus be lesslikely to forget their com-
mission—which was to give some notion of the contents and
quality of the book entrusted to them—in the temptation to
show off their own personalities with side-comments on things
in general. In other papers, as the post-war years went on, more
and more reviewers who signed their names tried to make
columnists of themselves, and were not discouraged by their
editors.

The Times held an unchallenged position as the best-informed
and most independent journal in England, and was accepted as
gospel. Itstypical readers were Government servants and their
families. The lay-out was old-fashioned, such ancient spelling
conventions as 'aera, '‘oeconomy’, and 'restiff' had only recently
been abandoned, and thetitle was still printed in Gothic type.
The first three pages, and the last three, were crammed with
small advertisements. The middle was chiefly occupied with
political newsin closely printed columns. Some space was given
to books, plays, and fashions, but not much. Sport had its page,
with preferential emphasis on such social events as the Eton-
Harrow cricket match, the University boat race, the 'Classic’
horse-races, but little mention of professional football and other
plebeian sports. When in the Thirties The Times became a semi-
official journal, the British daily treated with the greatest confi-
dence abroad wasthe Liberal Manchester Guardian. Thelay-out
of the Morning Post, the typical readers of which were envisaged
as the retired senior officer and his family (King George V
was a typical Morning Post reader), resembled that of The
TimeS but its treatment of news was odd—in some ways
more radical, in others more reactionary. It was at times curi-
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ously far-sighted in matters of social welfare, yet admitted its
contributors to express an anti-Jewish bias and accepted with-
out question the authenticity of the famous' Protocols of Zion',
a supposed international Jewish agreement for the secret domi-
nation of the world—after The Times had conclusively proved
the document aforgery. Usually the Morning Post was more di e-
hard than the Government: it warmly supported intervention
in Russia and published lurid details of alleged Red massacres.
Jews were here again the villains of the piece. When the Labour
Ministry, some years later, recognized the Soviet Government,
the Morning Post protested more vehemently than any other
paper, opened a fund for the support of the persecuted Russian
Church and begged its readers to subscribe to a petition con-
demning the Government's action. Readers responded in large
numbers, and for severa weeks whole pages were given over to
anti-Soviet extracts from their letters. The Morning Post also
took up the cause of General Dyer, who, in 1919, lost his head
during aseditious mass-meeting of unarmed Indiansat Amritsar
in the Punjab and allowed his troops to openfire, killing large
numbers of them. General Dyer was retired, but Morning Post
readers of thq Shoot-'"Em-Down brigade rallied to his support:
he was pleased to accept the sum of £26,000 subscribed by them
asatestimonial.

The Daily Telegraph modelled itself on The Times, but was
rather the business-man's paper. It had the largest advertising
columns of any paper—one could boil apint kettle on asingle
issueofit.

It was asign of gentility to take in at least one of these three
select papers, all of which were Conservative: attemptsto found
aLiberal paper onthe same solid lineshad alwaysfailed. Among
the 'penny papers’, which were printed on cheaper paper than
the twopennies and threepennies, and did not carry nearly so
many advertisements, the Liberal Daily News supported L|oyd
Greorge and the Coalition, but, being owned independently of
politics by the Cadbury family, who were Qjiakers, was often
impartial in its criticism of the Government. The secondary
material—not news, but book reviews, theatre and filmreviews,
fashion and cookery notes—was superior to that of any other
paper: as a guide to what middle-class people were talking
about in the early Twenties thefilesof the Daily News are un-
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rivalled. TheDaily Chronicle, Wee FreeLiberal, wasinclined to
sensationalism, allotting more space to murders and divorces.
The Conservative Daily Express at the end of the war was a poor
thing;, but an enterprising Canadian, L ord Beaverbrook, had
just saved it from failure by acquiring a controlling interest in
itfor apaltry £i 7,500. In 1918 its circulation was only 350,000,
not much greater than the expensive and advertisement-rich
Daily Telegraph. In 1920 it had risen to half a million and by
1922 was approaching one million. Thisincrease was due to an
imitation and enlargement of Daily Mail methods, at a time
when the Daily Mail under Lord Northcliffe had achieved the
same ascendancy in the popular Press as The Times enjoyed over
the select Press.

LordNorthcliffe, ahard-working I rishman, was the man who
first 'gave the public what they wanted' by introducing into
England the American 'Y ellow Press methods of journalism,
with which the name of Hearst is inevitably associated. The
Daily Mail had outgrown the reputation for inaccuracy that it
had unluckily won by a premature report of the massacre of the
Foreign Legations at Pekin in 1900 and its newsboys no longer
hawked it under the genia nickname of 'Daily Liar'. It was
regarded with popular affection. Lord Northcliffe himself,
accordingto Tom Clarke'sMy Northcliffe Diary, defined what he
considered to be the function of newspapers and how they should
treat the news. 'News is surprise—an unexpected happening; if
a dog bites a man it is not news, but if a man bites a doff itTT
news.... Inhere are two main divisions of news: one, actualities;
two, talking points. Thefirst is news in its narrowest and best
sense—reports of happenings, political resignations, strikes,
crimes, deaths of famous people, wrecks and railway smashes,
weather, storms, sporting results and so on. The second is get-
ting the topics people are discussing and developing them, or
stimulating a topic onesdf, such as " The Truth about the Night
Clubs", "Government Waste", "Are our Motor Traffic Regula-
tions Obsolete?, "Women's Fashion Changes", "The Riddle of
Spiritualism". . . . There are some who say it is the second sort
of news, these "features' and "talking points", that sdls the
newspapers. | do not agree. It is hard news that catches readers.
Features hold them." The wise-crack about man and dog is
usually attributed to Hearst, and hard newsis also an American
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usage—like 'hard drink’ for spirits and 'hard money' for specie.

From Lord Northcliffe's list of important features some per-
manent lines of the Daily Mail, and consequently of middle-class
thought, can be construed. The Daily Mail was always on the
look-out for Government waste and delay: two bureaucratic
figures with tall top-hats, labelled 'Dilly" and 'Dally’, figured
prominently in the cartoons signed 'Poy". It dso followed atten-
tively the progress of new inventions, such as aircraft, motor-
boats, and wireless. Spiritualism, the question of whether re-
ligion was decaying, the question of what moral attitude to
adopt toward bottle-parties, night-clubs, revues and chorus
girls, and all problemsinvolving women: those wereitsleading
features. Northcliffe, indeed, advised his editors alwaysto have
a woman's story in the headlines. He had been, even before the
war, the first newspaper owner to abandon the convention that
news was only what men talked about in clubs. He knew it to be
aso what people talked about in kitchen, parlour, drawing-
room, and over the garden wall; namely, other people—their
failures and succeses, their joys and sorrows, their money and
their food, their peccadilloes. The Daily Mail was thus the first
to cater for women readers, and for children too—Folkard's
'Teddy Tail" was thefirst children'sfeature in the popular Press.
This technique was soon adopted and extended by other news-
papers. Northcliffe, however, was against sensationalism for its
own ske. His advice was. 'Be bright, but dignified. People who
genuinely mistake brightnesflor sensationalism are to be pitied.’

The process of brightening the news had not yet been taken
very far. The Daily Mail in 1920 was less sensational than the
Daily Telegraph became fifteen yearslater. The news was closely
and badly printed; headlines were in comparatively small type,
and had not achieved thecompressed, suggestive qualities of the
American tabloids. Crime was not dwelt on at such loving
length as in the popular Sunday papers.

It would be a mistake to think of the Daily Mail, or any other
popular newspaper of those years, as intended for the working
classas such to read. The only paper of that sort was the Socialist
Herald, founded in 1911, which was aweekly during the War,
but reappeared as a daily immediately afterwards with George
Lansbury aseditor. It wasmore clumsily written than most of its
contemporaries, because it could not afford to pay highsaaries
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to the best available journalists. It contained fewer features, had
a sneering underdog tone, and gave the purely Labour view of
any news-item—to acirculation of only 100,000. Its positionin
the early Twenties was similar to that of the Daily Worker in the
middle Thirties, except that, whereas the Daily Herald appealed
almost solely to the Socialist working class, the Daily Workers
public always included a large number of Left Wing intellec-
tuals. Therewerevery few of theseinthe Twenties. Any middle-
class person subscribing to the Daily Herald was suspected and
shunned by his neighbours; though the London clubs usually
had a copy on their files for information—the Daily Herald
printed a good deal of news that other papers would not touch.
It was to the middle and lower-middle dasses that the Daily
Mail appealed. Following up his assumption that the things
people talked about were news, and that they talked most about
personages and personalities, Northcliffe advised: 'Get more
names in the paper—the more aristocratic the better, if there is
a news story round them. . . . Everyone likes reading about
people in better circumstances than his or her own. . . . Write
and sk news with at least the £1,000 a year man in mind/
Northcliffe was famous for his dodges (by this time called
'stunts’) even before the war: for a bet, it is said, he had under-
taken to change the daily food of the nation within six months,
and did indeed persuade practically everyone to abandon
bleached white bread, temporarily, in favour of Standard
Bread. This was a whole-meal loaf of an unappetizing grey
colour that was said to contain 'both the germ of the wheat and
the semolina. The monster Daily Mail sweet-pea competition
had also been a great success and the prize bloom, entered by a
clergyman, was much admired. Then there were prizes for
Acerial Flights, and the Paper Bag Cookery Campaign. The war
had interrupted these enterprises, but in the summer of 1920
the Daily Mail ran a sand-competition for children: £1,000 was
offered in prizes for whoever could make the best sand-design
advertising the Daily Mail, on the seashore. The Boy Scouts
Jamboree of that year was adso heavily featured in order to at-
tract thejuvenilereader. Northcliffe even occasionally attempted
apolitical stunt that took him beyond his usual position on the
left wing of the Conservative Party. For instance, in January
1920 there was a strike of clerks in the Pearl Insurance Com-
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pany; they were asking for minimum-wage regulations. North-
clifFe supported them, hoping thereby to gain the confidence of
the black-coated L abour movement. When the Pearl Insurance
Company sent him an advertisement, he refused to publish it
while the clerks demands were unsatisfied. Instead, he gave
£500 out of his own pocket to the strikers' fund.

The Daily Mail hat, a compromise between the bowler and
the Homburg, was launched in December 1920, and described
as the perfect headgear for every man. One or two M.P.s were
persuaded to wear it, and so was ex-King Manoebof Portugal,
Whose name was never difficult to obtain for advertising pur-
poses. A model was sent to Winston Churchill, famous for his
catholicity in hats, but he was never seen wearing it in public.
In fact, this was one of the few Daily Mail stunts that failed—
even the staff of the paper, except very lowly members who
hoped to catch the Chief's eye, could not be persuaded to adopt
it for everyday use.

TheDaily Mail was laughed at, usually pleasantly, sometimes
unpleasantly, and taken with little seriousness; but people were
always interested to know what in the world it would take up
next. It was this popular confidence that enabled it to spend
a great deal of money in financing its stunts and become the
public clearing-house of every amusing 'nothing of the day’.
Northcliffe died in 1922 and his brother Lord Rothermere
succeeded him. Lord Rothermere did not keep the stunts going
so assiduoudly asdid L ord Northcliffe. One odd causeinwhich
he tried to interest the Daily Mail readers was the injustice done
to Hungary at Versailles, when Transylvania and severa dis-
tricts which had never formed part of that principality were
ceded to Rumania. He urged that the treaties be revised. The
Daily Mail public was puzzled—it did not know Transylvania
from Pennsylvania—and a rumour went around that Lord
Rothermere was angling for the Hungarian throne.

Shortly after the war ended, Sir M ax Pemberton founded the
London School of Journalism, first of the big correspondence
courses that flooded an ever-growing free-lance market with
writers of short stories, articles, and news-features. Thousands
took the course but few succeeded in earning anything ap-
proaching the fabulous 'spare-time' incomes that were promised
in the prospectuses of the many 'schools to anyone with a
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knowledge of English grammar and a little diligence. The
advertissments were weighted with the testimonials of former
pupils, mog of whom, after 'paying for the whole course out of
earnings resulting from the firgt lesson’, claimed to have gone
on to earn between £10 and £20 per week entirely in then-
gpare time. These sthodls of journalism were not a 'racket’, for
they did teach their pupilscertain journalistic formalitieswhich
had to be observed if they wereto get anything published at all
By the middle Twenties the boom in writing was well started,
and it became the ambition of hundreds of young men. and
women to 'go into a publisher's or to 'gointo Fleet Street’. The
cachet of a literary calling was cried up not only by the schodls
of journalism and by foundering publishers who were glad to
take in rich "apprentices, but also by large numbers of experi-
enced but unsuccessul jour nalists who took personal dasss of
private pupils.

A feature of post-war newspapes was the increased ace
given to gossp; of which, however, L ord Northcliffe at first dis-
approved on the groundsthat it was bad news-writing. News of
what 'society’ was doing, he felt, should be given without the
snobbish personal touch of ' | met Lady C., whowaswearing...'
or 'Lord K. told me... hisbrother-in-law the Hon. P. G.isa
well-known . . ." etc. But this was before the penetration of
higher journalism into the eder universties, which became
the training ground for many ,of the best correspondents and
brightest feature-writers of the day. The recruits that news
papers needed were no longer drudges trained from the age of
fourteen in a newspaper office, but university men with a super-
ficial knowledge of many things, full of 'ideas, and with a snappy
way of expressing them. These Oxford and Cambridge could
provide—but especially Oxford. Charles Graves, Beverley
Nichols, Margar et L ane, 'Peterborough', and 'William Hickey'
all began their journalistic careersat Oxford.

Even members of the aristocracy were induced to become
gossp-writers and boldly dgn their names instead of usng
pseudonyms. Lord Cadlerose first began to write 'The Lon-
doner'sL og' for the Sunday Expressin 1926; but the gossp-writer
was by now a'columnigt’ and provided acritical and authorita-
tive commentary on life in general rather than humble gossp
about the private life of his social betters. Shortly afterwards,
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Lady Eleanor Smith (Lord Birkenhead's daughter) began to.
write for the Weekly Dispatch, but soon retired from her "Win-
dow in Vanity Fair', preferring to write novels exploiting her
passion for gipsies. Then another Irish peer, Lord Donegall,
was engaged by the Sunday News. Towards the end of the
Twenties The Times, which employed no columnist: sponsored
an agitation against the practice of columnism; letters appeared
signed by 'London Hostess’, deploring this 'new and dangerous
tendency in sociad life', and condemning the 'sneak-guest' as an
unprincipled cad. But the columnist could not be suppressed.
He was the most feared and courted member of Society and was
welcomed by head-waiters, masters of ceremonies, Seaside
mayors, golf-club secretaries and the like as if he were visiting
royalty. The best known columnists by the end of the Peace
were, like their American counterparts, earning far more than
the managing editors of the papers for which they wrote—and
this did not include the perquisites of their envied office.
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Post-War Politics

In spite of the Bolshevik bogey that they manipulated, it was
correctly assumed by the newspapers that the country was
'sound at heart'. The elder members of the working dass for the
most part resented theidentification of their TradeUnionswith
Socialism. They favoured one or other of the two elder parties,
and continued in their traditional loyalty to the Crown and the
Peerage, and their unabashed respect for the Squire or Owner.
They 'knew their place'. The younger members were Sociais-
tically inclined, but even the few who had picked up the Marxian
catchwords had no real ambition to overthrow and displace the
Capitalist class. A more usual ambition was to rise into the
substantial grade above the artisan, by becoming aforeman or
skilled technician, and so rank socially with clerks and inde-
pendent tradesmen. Foremen, clerks, and small tradesmen
similarly wished to rise from the black-coated class into the
middle dass of manufacturers and wholesale merchants. It was
for such ambitions that the highly popular Pelmanism was
designed, which advertised in every newspaper and periodical
of the time. This was a method of memory training, and its
argument was that human energy and will-power could be
systematically developed: each person could make the most of
his natural gifts by intensive training. Pelmanism st out to
train people how to practise self-analysisand self-drill, in order
to eliminate mind-wandering and promote concentration. The
headlines of its advertisements were: 'How to overcome brain-
fag','How to originate ideas, 'Self-expression develops ability’,
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"The hygiene of study’, etc. It was a sSimple commercial version
of the work which psychologists were then doing—in fact, the
first forminwhich psychology reached thewider public. Instead
of undertaking to correct unfortunate aberrations in character,
as the psycho-therapists did, it emphasized the success side of
living. Everyone had abilities, and all that anyone needed was
training in order to get to the top of the ladder. 'Thereis plenty
of room at the top' was the catchword. Once the revolutionary
crowd-spirit had thus been canalized into a million streams of
individual ambition, the representatives of Law and Order
could be essy at heart; and the more pleasantly they lived, the
greater the incentive of those below to rise socially and enjoy
the same honour and security.

The simple annals of the unambitious poor were simple in-
deed in these days. few could afford to get drunk and street-
fighting therefore declined, there was asyet no B.B.C., religion
had lost both its terrors and its consolations. The men's chief
interest was betting on horse-races (most of them seldom or
never saw a race-horse), watching professional football, and
cultivating their alotments. The women had the traditional
women's interests of children, the household, and making ends
meet; and the new weekly cinema-going habit was sufficient
entertainment. If in the lower and lower-middle dasses some
movement or novelty of an interesting kind had occurred, it
would surely not have escaped some Daily Mail reporter's keen
eye for news. But they were too closely occupied now with the
struggle for existence to produce any newsworthy item except
an occasiona crime of violence. It was this, rather than the
snobbery imputed by the Daily Herald, that kept them out of
the news at the expense of 'Society’, one of whose main func-
tions had come to be providing active topicality.

What was Society now? The former 'ruling class, whose sons
had gone into Parliament and the services as a matter of course,
was now forced more and more into business; because of in-
creased taxation, therisein the cost of living, and the reduction
of Army and Navy establishments. The ol d upper-middle dasses
with fixed incomes of about £5,000 a year were obliged to cut
down their social expenditure. Their town mansions were con-
vertedintoflats, andtheir political power livedononlyinsofar
asthey became influential in business. Politics and busness were
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thus becoming openly the occupation of the same class. The
aristocracy, for the most part, lived a quiet life, trying hard to
preserve what it could of its old estates. 'Society' had ceased to
have any strict meaning. Already in Edwardian times this pro-
0ess had gone far, the King himself having admitted the Jewish
plutocracy, leading actresses, and such sef-made merchants as
Sir Thomas Lipton, to hisintimate acquaintance. But wheress,
in Edwardian times, poverty and divorce were failings equally
fatal to social ambition, by the Twenties the light-hearted
American view of divorce, as rather ajoke than a misfortune,
had come into fashion, and 'The New Poor' positively boasted
of their penuriousness. No surprise was caused when Mayfair
women opened dress-shops in Bond Street, or started Social
Bureaux for supplying guides to American visitors. 'Society’, it
was generally assumed, had to earn its living like any other
class; so 'Society' came to mean 'people worthy of a columnist's
respectful mention'. Asthe period advanced the'Mayfair accent’
changed remarkably from an over-sweet rather Frenchlispto a
rasping tone that had traces in it of Cockney, American, and
Midland provincial.

Times were felt to be hard: everyone who counted was to
some extent the victim of the disgusting war-profiteer, and it
now began to be realized that there could be peace-profiteers
as well. InJanuary 1920 The Taller remarked that 'perfectly
hair-raising stories were going about of the huge and horrible
fortunes made by profiteers out of awar-worn people'. Prices of
even the simplest necessities had got beyond the joke-stage, and
people were beginning to ask themsalves why. Life was in such
awhirl of confusion, however, that few paused for an answer.
The Tatlety after rai sing the question, went on to complain hotly
that hundreds of thousands of pounds were being collected to
feed '"Hun babies, and that railway porters were earning £3 a
week, while British ex-officers were wal king the streets, |ooking
for jobs. The moneyless ex-officer was a new social phenome-
non in England. For, whatever one's birth or antecedents, a
commission automatically made one a gentleman—astdida
degree at an eider university or Holy Orders in the Anglican
Church.Before the war, gentlemen without money were usually
soon found in ditches with sporting rifles besde them; or were
exported by their wealthy connections to distant parts of the
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Empire. But, towards the end of the war, commissions had been
granted to men (known as ‘temporary gentlemen’) who had
greater military talent than claims to gentility. After the war
they were entitled to keep honorary military rank, but if they
happened to become beggars—with no rich relatives to support
or export them—did not feel the dignified necessity of suicide.

In October 1919, when the wartime bread subsidy was with-
drawn, the price of aquartern|oaf rosefrom9%2d. tois. 4d.; itdid
not fall again to normal until 1922. Milk, inthewinter of 1920-1,
roseto 1id. aquart, and did not come down to the normal 3d.
until April—and thiswas ordinary milk, left at the doorstep in
unsealed cans, for the practice of grading and bottling had not
yet begun. It was the same with most other commodities. The
sudden rise in prices to levels not even reached during the war
was caused by the rapid reduction in unemployment and by a
consequent sharp advance in wages. It was essentially a price-
boom, rather than aboom inindustrial production. People were
now willing to pay for a great number of goods and services
which for the last five years they had been unable to get.
Demand was so great and so sudden that the resulting shortage
induced a sharp rise in prices, which in turn induced a feverish
attempt to re-equip industries—not always wisely. The cotton
industry of Lancashire, for instance, was re-equipped at such
expense, in the hope of a permanently large demand for its
goods, that it was crippled for the next twenty years.

Even during this short-lived boom there were constant com-
plaints against the LIoyd George Government. It was remem-
bered that England was supposed to be a democratic country;
and business men felt that war-time 'authoritative' habits of
government ought to be relinquished as soon as possible, and
private enterprise given its head once more. In spite of the dis-
organization of the railways, caused by war-time wear and tear
and the transfer to France of railway equipment, wide dismay
was caused by the Government's proposal to create a Ministry
of Ways and Communications. The Ministry was to enjoy al-
most unlimited control over roads, railways, canals, harbours
and docks, with the power to acquire any means or instrument
of transport by simple Order in Council. Such far-reaching
authority was held only justifiable in time of war; and Lloyd
George was remembered by Conservative back-benchers as the
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pre-war introducer of the atrocious Land Tax, the meddling
National Health Insurance, and other Liberal legislationwhich
logically could only end in State Socialism and the nationaliza-
tion of mines and industry in general.

It was also feared that the Ministry would spend too much
money in hel ping therailwaysto rehabilitate themselves—when
it was already clear that lorries, buses and cars were reliable,
economical and more direct means of transport. 'The future of
British industry,’ the Press agreed, 'lies on the roads/ Lord
M ontagu, apioneer of the sport of motoring, wroteto The' Times
in January 1919 to praise the smooth running of motor trans-
port behind the lines in France during the war, and to suggest
that the War Office should lend some of its transport experts to
help reorganize road traffic at home. At that time speed-limits
and traffic regulations were by no means uniform in England.

Tlie motor manufacturers joined in the outcry against the
Government: they held that there had been unnecessary delay
in transforming the productive capacity of the country to meet
peace-time needs. They now had neither enough factories nor
enough material to cope with the number of orders received.
American competition could therefore not be met, and they
were indignant that the Government should have imposed a
duty of only 33%; per cent on the importation of foreign cars.
Great Britain seemed an amost virgin market for cars to the
American exporter: in the United States in 1921 one person in
every fourteen was a car owner, but in Great Britain only one
in every one hundred and sixty-eight.

Although most manufacturers were working energetically,
despite the extraordinarily high prices of labour and materials,
to restart their industries, there were numerous prophets of
disaster. These pointed out the dangers of an unfavourable
balance of trade, caused by the enormous increase of importsin
1919 and to the comparatively slow growth of exports; and
spoke of the Vicious spiral’ of high prices and high wages, fol -
lowed by higher prices and higher wages. The Labour Party
was attacked in the Conservative Press for 'lending a too-ready
ear to unscrupulous opportunists', who wished to dislocate pub-
lic services and hamper private enterprise by causing unneces-
sary strikes; but the Government was at the same time accused
of wilfully prolonging the rate of public expenditure which had
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been necessary during thewar, and of launching out into itshous-
ing, land and road schemes in 'an orgy of extravagant finance'.

The break of thisindustrial boom camein 1921, when indus-
tries were beginning to work normally again and thefirst peace-
time reaction of extravagant spending had died down. A trade
depression was revealed in the growing unemployment-rate and
in the frequent strikeg. The ex-Serviceman who lost his tem-
porary employment was no longer a hero but agood-for-nothing
living on public charity. The Government began to divest itsel f
of embarrassing responsibilities. There was much talk of 're-
trenchment’, and of 'wielding the axe'. It was the task of Sir
Eric Geddes, then Minister of Transport and a former railway
manager, to wield this axe, and he and it figured prominently
in cartoons and newspaper comments of the time. The projects
of the National Industrial Conference were abandoned. The
Government became more cautious in its housing schemes and
gave up itswar-time control of therailways, having kept it only
long enough to assg in the grouping of the various lines into
four large systems. L.M.S., L.N.E.R., G.W.R., and Southern.

Government control of the coal industry during the war had
worked fairly smoothly, and in 1918 the miners had demanded
nationalization of the mines. The commission appointedin 1919,
under the chairmanship of Mr. Justice Sankey, to enquire into
the coal industry, actually endorsed this demand and recom-
mended the raising of wages" Wages were raised and, after a
twelve-day strike in October 1920, slightly raised again. In
March 1921, however, when it seemed clear that the boom in
manufactures was ending, and that the demand for coal would
decrease, Government control waswithdrawn. Thfe mine-owners
then wished to revert to wage-ratesthat woul d vary fromdistrict
to district, on the ground that some mines were more expensive
to run than others and so could not afford the prevailing high
rate. The miners put forward an alternative scheme: a uni-
form wage to be paid out of a national pool of profits, which
would enable the poorer districts to be supported by the richer
The mine-owners could not agree among themselves to accept
this, and on 14 April 1921 the miners came out on strike. The
railwaymen and transport workers usually supported the miners
in what was known as the Triple Alliance, but this time they
were restrained by their leaders, J. H. Thomas and Ernest
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Bevin. Thiswas A pril 5th and the minersnamed it 'Black Friday'.
They wisely went back to the pitsat the end of the summer. They
knew that the demand for coal was diminishing for anumber of
reasons, and would continue to diminish. Many shipping com-
panies were installing oil-burning engines in their ships. The
use of electricity for domestic and industrial purposes was in-
creasing. Railways would need less coal because of the competi-
tion of lorry traffic on the roads. What was worse, Germany,
having no specie, was being made to pay for the war in kind.
Coal exported to fulfil the Allies' 'Reparations’ demand was
competing with the home industry, and any stoppage by British
mines meant so many customers lost to Germany. The retail
price of coal was slowly falling—in 1920 it had been 80s. aton,
and by 1923 it was to be only 50s.

The miners had been handicapped by their lack of unanimity
in agreeing on any positive policy: they aimed merely at resist-
ing change and compelling concessions. Nor could they count
on the support of other unions, each of which was autonomous.
None either desired or had made any preparation for a pro-
longed industrial struggle. The day on which the miners went
back to work and district rates were reintroduced was a very
gloomy one. To soften the blow, however, the Government
agreed to grant the industry a yearly subsidy of £10,000,000 to
offset the fall of wagesin poorer districts. This subsidy was con-
tinued until 1925, when its withdrawal precipitated fresh
troubles. The humiliating defeat of the miners was largely
responsible for a nearly two-million drop in general Trade-
Union membership.

The slump of 1921 made it clear that recovery from the effects
of war could not be achieved by theindividual action of any one
nation. Britain was dependent upon foreign trade, and to stimu-
late such trade the world had first to be setin better order. To
begin with, enormous sums of money were still being spent, and
many liveslost, in garrisoning the conquered Turkishterritories
of Palestine, Transjordania, and Mesopotamia. The popular
Press was girding at the Government to clear out and cut its
losses. ‘Mesopotamia and ‘Mess-up-at-home-here’ were twin
anti-Government catchwords. The Press had a powerful ally
in Colonel T. E. Lawrence, who had been the chief instrument
in detaching the Arab inhabitants of these countries from their
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allegiance to the Turks, and who regarded the imposition of
British or French rule over them as not only economically and
militarily unwise but aflagrant breach of faith to allies. Since
he held the key to the situation, so far as the British side was
concerned, the Government capitulated, and asked him to draft
a settlement which the Arabs would accept and which would
safeguard British interests as far as possible’ He consented, and
in the name of Winston Churchill a satisfactory arrangement
was made for agradual withdrawal.

Tn«a draft preface to his Seven Pillars of Wisdom Lawrence
wrote: In 1919 powerful elements in the British Government
were seeking to evade their war-time obligations to the Arabs.
That stage ended in March 1921, when Mr. Winston Churchill
took charge of the Middle East. He set honesty before expedi-
encein order to fulfil our promisesin the letter and in the spirit.
He executed the whole McMahon undertaking (called a treaty
by some who have not seen it) for Palesting, for Transjordania,
and for Arabia. In Mesopotamia he went far beyond its pro-
visions, giving to the Arabs more, and reserving for us much
less, than Sir Henry McMahon had thought fit. In the affairs of
French Syria he was not able to interfere, and the Sherif of
Mecca can fairly complain that the settlement there is not yet
in accordance with the Anglo-French agreement of 1916, or
with our word to him. | say "not yet" advisedly, since the
McMahon proposas (being based on racial and economic
reasons) were to have imposed themsdlves eventually, even if
Mr. Churchill's progressive British military withdrawal from
Mesopotamia had not come to’ prejudge the future of all the
Arab aress. . . . England is out of the Arab affair with clean
hands.'

By implication the French (who did not decide to cut their
Near Eastern losses until 1936) had dirty hands. Their military
hold on Syria was the real argument against relinquishing
British conquests in the Middle East. And in the Turko-Greek
dispute they backed the winning side, the warlike Turks, while
in' the interests of trade the British backed the mercantile
Greeks—who were ignominiously thrown out of Smyrna. The
Entente was beginning to crack.

In the interests of trade, too, the British Government helped
the League of Nationsto restore the financial stability of Austria
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and Hungary. And it was clear that another important pre-
liminary to general European recovery was the industrial re-
construction of Germany. But here again the British Govern-
ment met with opposition from France. France was largely an
agricultural nation and French industry was not so dependent
as British on the prosperity of the rest of Europe. French states-
men were thinking politically rather than economically. They
were resolved to keep Germany down,

Thissame divergence of opinion madeitself feltinthetangled
Reparations problem. Conference after conference had. been
called to settle it; but no agreement could be reached. The
French wished to make reparations and war debts cancel each
other, so that Germany would be paying France's debts to
Britain and to the United States. They aso encouraged their
client dates to take advantage of Germany's weakness. For
example, Briand, the French Premier, approved the Polish fili-
bustering expedition into Silesia under Korfanty. But Lloyd
George strongly condemned thisraid: he did not wish Germany
to become too weak, and considered that she should pay only
for damage done during the war. The price was not to exceed
what experts calcul ated to be her paying capacity. At the Genoa
Conference of 1922, it was decided that the Allies should take
over control of German financesin order to determine this
capacity—but how to control them was a point on which no
decision could be reached. InJanuary 1923, with the excuse
that the Germans were wilfully behindhand in their stipulated
payments of coal to France, the French Army occupied the
Ruhrterritory; andtheretried to foment a Rhineland separatist
movement. They were met with passive resistance by the Ger-
mans, who refused to have any dealingswiththe Alliesuntil the
Ruhr was evacuated. The British plainly dissociated themselves
from the French action. The origin of the war was now for-
gotten, the Germans forgiven, and France openly accused of
trying to impose security on Europe by brute force.

By this time the slump and the international tangle had
already brought about thefall of L 1oyd George. He was accused
of being the man who had nearly lost the war and who had
effectively lost the peace. It was said on the one hand that he
had abandoned Ireland to the Sinn Feiners, and on the other
that he wasresponsible for the Black and Tan 'atrocities'. Inthe
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opinion of the die-hard Conservatives he had been too lenient
with Germany, and in that of the more liberal-minded he
seemed to be yielding to France's efforts to dominate Europe.
He had promised a land fit for heroes, but all that the country
had enjoyed was at first high prices, and then a slump. He had
promised reconstruction, but all that he had done, apparently,
was to waste public money on houses, education, and schemes
for roads, which private enterprise could have carried out more
cheaply and efficiently. He was the victim of hisown enthusias-
tic promises of 1918, and of the public wish to find a scapegoat
for the unpleasant truth that peace did not automatically bring
prosperity.

The Conservative Party, which had not exercised independent
office for sixteen years, saw its opportunity. It was thought safe,
now that the Army and Navy were again wholly professional-
ized, to dispense with the Liberal buffer that had interposed
between the forces of Law and Order and the war-time revol u-
tionaries. " The country is sound at heart'—and this meant Con-
servatized. Bonar Law, the leader of the party, emerged from
retirement and approved the Conservative withdrawal from the
Coalition. Sincethe Liberal s themselves were sharply divided in
allegiance between Lloyd George and Asquith, the Conserva-
tives now came swimming into power. But in May Bonar Law
himself resigned, owing to ill-health. He died in the same year
and was buried in Westminster Abbey; as a reward less for his
ministerial services than for having broken, it was hoped for
ever, the spells of the 'Wizard of Wales.

Stanley Baldwin, who succeeded him, was Mlso little known.
Although he had been Chancellor of the Exchequer for nearly
a year, no-one had been impressed by any obvious qualities of
leadership in him: indeed, he had earned very bad marksin the
Press by his handling of the war-debts problem. M ax Beerbohm
expressed the general astonishment at his elevation by a cartoon
which showed the schoolboy Baldwin looking at the grown-up
Baldwin and exclaiming: 'Good L ord! You, Prime Minister!®

The war-debts problem was briefly this: Britain owed the
United States more than nine hundred million pounds, but was
owed by other countries over two thousand million pounds. At
first Britain and France proposed that all war 'debts should be
cancelled, but the United States naturally refused to give up
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their advantageous position as the greatest creditor nation.
Balfour, the former Conservative leader, then Lord President
of the Council, thereupon presented the debtor countries with
a note writing off their debts to Britain except for such a sum
as would enable her to pay the United States; thus putting on
the Americans the odium of playing the dun in a street of
beggars. Some Americans realized that the Allies could only
pay in goods, and that quantities of foreign goods dumped in
the United States would upset domestic economy and mean
stepping up the tariffs on imports still further. The majority,
however, took up the uncompromising attitude that American
help had saved the Allies from losing a bungled war, and that
this help should be paid for: it was not the fault of the United
States if the Allies had bungled the peace too—for Congress had
refused to ratify the Versailles Treaty. This combination of
moral righteousness with what seemed the spirit of usury in-
furiated the British, and Baldwin's mission to the United States
in 1923, to settle the war-debt problem, was therefore highly
unpopular at home. The generous Baldwin actually agreed that
Britain should pay £33,000,000 annually between 1923 and
1932, and afterwards £38,000,000 annually until 1984; hisin-
tention was to maintain Britain's reputation for financial
stability. But xmce the Americans had this settlement signed,
they allowed far more favourable agreements to other debtor
nations. Throughout the Twenties, the Daily Mail and Daily
Express, whenever they fell out with Baldwin on any point of
policy, never failed to bring up this debt settlement against him.

A General Election was due in 1923, and Baldwin chose to
put forward atariff policy, which delighted Big Business, con-
sisting of a tax on manufactured imports, a preferential rate
being allowed for Empire products. But elsewhere it raised an
outcry against the prospect of 'dear food'—though, to the dis-
gust of the farmers, foreign meat and wheat were exempted from
taxation—and served to unite the Asquith and Lloyd George
factions of the Liberals. Baldwin was staggeringly frank evenin
those days. after the election he confessed that he would not
have risked atariff policy had he thought that 'there was a bed
wide enoughinthe United Kingdomto hold both Asquith and
Lloyd George'. But in his election speeches he made much of
being a 'plain man' and an 'ordinary person'. As such he was
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cartooned by the Opposition Press: therising young Australian-
born cartoonist David Low showed him shrinking into a very
plain and ordinary tadpole. The election on the Liberal sde
was fought with spirit. LIoyd George referred to the Tories as
'tinned crabs' and 'tinned salmon'—those foods bei ngsupposedly
what the public would have to subsist on if tariffs were intro-
duced. The Daily News provided severd electioneering songs,
which were actually sung at political meetings. One ran:

'No, we won't have Protection,

We won't "have Protection to-day.
‘Twould rush up the prices

And squeeze us like vices

And we'd have to pay, pay, pay . .

a parody of the American song 'Yes, we have no bananas,
which was then the rage. On the other hand the Liberal main
plank, Free Trade, which had always previously secured them
a majority whenever Tariff Reform came up, was seen to be
tenable only while Britain maintained undisputed mastery of
world markets—and it was obvious that this was no longer the
case.

The odd result of this election was that neither side won.
Baldwin had underestimated the effect of histariff policy onthe
Labour vote. It was not enough for his supporters to drown the
'No Bananas melody with 'V ote, vote, vote for Stanley Bald-
win, Roll old Asquith in the mud.' For the slump had given
ex-Servicemen of the working classes, now on the voting regis-
ters, plenty of leisure for remembering their rebellious war-time
moods. If LIoyd George had failed them, they could have no
better hopes from Bonar Law—or Baldwin. They were not
Socialists and they hated 'Socialistic clap-trap'; but they would
punish the two elder parties for letting them down. 'Them
Socialists can't make no bigger bloody box-up nor the old lot
didn't’, was the current opinion of the back-streets. Thus,
though the Conservatives remained the largest party in the
House of Commons with 258 seets, they were outnumbered by
the combined Liberal and Labour parties together, who held
158 and 191 respectively. This was thefirst timein Parliamen-
tary history that the old sham-fight between thetwo elder parties
had been disturbed by a third party of such alarming dimen-
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sions. The Conservatives expected Asquith to do the decent
thing: forget past injuries and keep the '"Wild Men' out by
co-operation with themselves. But Asquith did not want to do
anything that might seem aninvitationto aclass war; and most
of hispirty agreed with him that the more sensible coursewould
be to support the Labour Party, if they would take office, and
make them instruments of Liberal policy. Labour, of course,
would have been politic to refrain from taking office, and
instead put the Liberals into servitude on their behalf; but
the temptation was too strong. Ramsay MacDonald became
Premier,

The Liberals were strongly criticized for their decision and
described as 'the patient oxen'—dragging L abour through Par-
liament and fated at the end to be slaughtered by Labour
opponents in by-elections. And it was true that from a party
point of view, Asquith had made a grave tactical mistake. He
should have forced the Conservatives, as the biggest party, to
take office and be answerable to him that they did nothing to
injure Liberal interests. In three-cornered contests thereafter it
was decided by property owners who had been taught to fear
the nationalization under Socialism, of ‘everything, including
women', that a vote for the Liberals was a vote for Labour.
Asquith had been brought up in a Britain where the word
‘compromise’ had an attractive ring, and he intended his to
be the compromise party. But as soon as Labour grew strong
enough to challenge Capital, political feeling began to run so
high that 'compromise’ had an odious connotation of weskness
and treachery. Except in afew Scottish and Welsh strongholds
the Liberal cause was lost, and the party remained an almost
pathetic minority for the rest of the period.

Disillusion at the fall of a great man, whose war-time popu-
larity had rivalled even L1oyd George's, was another reason for
the swing-over to Socialism. This was Horatio Bottomley, the
last of the demagogues. He was of humble origin and educated
in an orphanage. Persistent rumour made him the illegitimate
child of AnnieBesant and Bradlaugh theequal ly famousatheist,
whom he strangely resembled in features. Bottoml ey was amused
by the story and did not deny it—he was, however, the son of a
distressed tailor'sforeman. Hewasaplausiblelay-lawyer and had
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amassed a large fortune by promoting a number of tricky
financial schemes, chiefly lotteries and monster competitions.
These were advertised in hisweekly, John Bull, which specialized
in 'spicy' reports of murders and divorces and in the merciless
showing up of vice and graft—and most of the prizes were won
by imaginary competitors, or members of Bottomley's entour-
age. He was a genial rascal and took the line that people who
were fools enough to be duped by his swindles deserved all they
got. On one occasion a trembling office-boy was hauled up
before him by the head clerk, having been caught red-handed
stealing a very small postal-order from a competitor's entry to
-a 'Bullets' competition. Bottomley glared at the boy for a few
moments. Then his features relaxed and he said apologetically
to the head clerk: 'Well, damnit all, it's only sixpence, | know,
but | suppose he has to begin somewhere.’

In 1906 he had been elected Independent M.P. for South
Hackney, a seet that he held for six years until he had to resign
because of bankruptcy. Having extraordinary persuasive powers,
he was able to pose in his John Bull editorials as the champion
of the underdog and the enemy of humbug. The war provided
him with his great opportunity. He proved himself the patriot
of patriots and the ablest recruiting agent in the country. At
mass meetings, under the banner of 'Fight for King and Coun-
try', he was a more popular draw than any Cabinet Minister
except Lloyd George himself. But he did not give his services
free: he made £27,000 out of these recruiting meetings. When a
Zeppelin bomb nearly destroyed his office premises, John Bull
made it appear that the Germ-Huns were trying to assassnae
their Horatio because of the will to victory with which he in-
spired the Boys in the Trenches. The boys in the trenches were
certainly devoted readers of his cheerful pages. At the end of the
war he was able to apply for his discharge as a bankrupt, and to
resume his seet in Parliament for'South Hackney.

He was then launching new prize schemes—the Premium
Bond Scheme of 1918, for example, to which his readers sub-
scribed £90,000. Out of this he had agreed to pay £10,000 in
prizes, therest hepaidinto hisprivate account, Hedid not hoard
hiswinnings, but spent lavishly on champagne (of which hewaS
the largest drinker in the country), women, and the races. The
champagne led him, in his betting, to a total disregard of the
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real odds. He backed hisown horse, Aynsley, for £40,000in the
Manchester Cup of 1919. It lost, but he immediately lodged a
protest that the winning horse, By Jingo, had been wrongly
entered—the owner's name was Depledge, and by mistake it
had been entered as De Pledge. His protest was overruled, and
the T urf thereafter considered him a very poor sportsman. The
House of Commons similarly took offence when Bottomley, in
John Bull, described Lady Astor, who had been pressing her
teetotal convictions on the House of Commons, as a ‘hypocrite
of the first water®. On his next appearance in the House, Bot-
tomley was greeted with a storm of boos; it was an unwritten
law that members should not make persona attacks on one
another in the Press. Bottomley's nerve was unshaken: he felt
himself secure in the hearts of the greater part of his countrymen.

Already, however, he was being accused of swindling. A
pamphl et headed 'Horati o Bottomley Exposed' which had been
sold in the streets at intervals since the earliest days of the war,
was damaging him a good deal. Bottomley st in motion his
usual procedure for getting out of such difficulties. He asked his
friend Reuben Bigland, aBirmingham printer known in sport-
ingcirclesas'Telephone Jack’, to find some needy fellow-printer
who would undertake for a fee of £100 to reprint the pamphlet
and be successfully sued for libel . That would prevent therepeti-
tion of similar statements. Everything went according to plan.
Bottomley, as usual, conducted his case in person and gave
Greaney, his sham opponent, such a dressing-down in the wit-
ness-box that thejury awarded him £500 damages—which, of
course, Greaney did not pay'

Thus triumphantly vindicated, Bottomley launched out on
his Victory Bond Scheme. The Government had issued a Vic-
tory Loan, to which the smallest amount that anyone might
subscribe was £5. Bottomley represented this as unjust to the
small investor and promised that any reader of John Bull who
subscribed £1 would be given afifth share in a Government £5
bond. The bonds bought by these subscriptions were to be
handed over to trustees: big prizes would then be paid out of
the accruing interest. Bottomley's intention was perhaps to
embezzle only a part of the capital, as he had done so often
before, by inventingimaginary prize-winners. But when nearly
three hundred thousand people took the bait, and the total sum
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subscribed was more than £650,000, his office staff were unable
to copewi th the sackloads of correspondence. Counterfoilscould
not be filled in, no person of repute would consent to act as
trustee, and Bottomley found it impossible to carry out his pro-
posed scheme. Meanwhile the cost of living had risen so steeply
that to keep up hisluxurious style he was obliged to draw on the
subscriptions. He had been foolish enough to quarrel with Big-
land, who now began to harass him with pamphlets exposing
hisswindles. He silenced criticismfor awhile by publicly hand-
ing oyer £5 for a single £1 Victory Bond certificate. This
gesture, however, brought him hundreds of requests from other
subscribers to repeat it; and he was obliged to employ a band
of pugiliststo protect him from them.

When he had spent so much of the money subscribed that he
could not hope to repay it, he determined to crush Bigland. He
charged himwith tryingto obtain money by menaces. The case
was tried at Bow Street and, when Bottomley drove up to the
court, he was received with vociferous cries of 'Three cheers for
Mr. Bottomley'. He had previously arranged for a claque of
demonstrators, at the rate of five shillings each, to stir up a
crowd that was naturally eager for his name to be cleared.
Bottomley, however, fumbled the case: he made the mistake of
calling a witness who, under cross-examination, admitted that
terms of apology for Bigland had already been written out. 'By
whom? asked the magistrate. 'By Mr. Bottomley/ was the
answer. This revealed to the magistrate that the charge was
framed: he dismissed the case.

Bottomley then brought a second action against Bigland at
Shrewsbury, but when the evidence was called it became ob-
vious that it was no longer Bigland, but Bottomley who was on
trial. Bigland's assertions could not be disproved, for Bottomley
dared not produce his books. The case was again dismissed and
Bottomley was now ruined—thousands of demands were pour-
ing in for the repayment of Victory Bond subscriptions. The
Times devoted a leader to exposing him, and the Daily News
charged him with 'quite unconceivable obliquity and hypocrisy .
Nevertheless, he tried to explain himself in his own newspaper,
the Sunday Illustrated. When thisfailed to restore confidence, he
resolved on a bluff. He wrote to the Director of Public Prosecu-
tions, inviting him to take possesson of all his books; after
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destroying every damaging document that he could find. The
next day a summons was served; his affairs were examined at
Bow Street in March 1922, and he was committed for trial at
the Old Bailey. Thetrial wasin May, and he pleaded 'most
decidedly not guilty'. The concluding speech for the prosecution
was held over by the intervention of a week-end. Bottomley
tried to brazen things out: he went on Saturday to a boxing
contest at the Crystal Palace and spent Sunday drinking cham-
pagne. On Monday the jury found him guilty and he was
sentenced to seven years’ penal servitude. The House of Com-
mons immediately expelled him.

When he was freed in 1927, he tried desperately to regain his
old position, first by writing up his prison experiences for the
newspapers under the title: 'l Have Paid, But—'. These in-
cluded a poem, in imitation of Oscar 